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UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ' Activity

wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ~ STEP 1 Obiective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 1

-

Objective

Improvement and maintenance of a sufficient quantity, quality and diversity

of habitat for all species of wildlife in the planning area.
Rationale

The Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 directs the Secretary
of the Interior to conmsider wildlife habitat and forage in the course of
managing public lands (Public Law 94-579, Sec. 102(a) (8)). BLM policy
establishes the Bureau's Tesponsibility for the protection and maintenance
of wildlife through the maintenance and enhancement of their habitat
(Manual 1603.12 D1). The Wildlife gections (.46) of the URAs jdentify
the deteriorated conditions that exist throughout the planning area. This
indicates that wildlife habitat is not adequate. Many of these habitats
are identified as potential areas of envirommental concern (Federal Land
Policy and Management Act, Public Law 94-579, Sec. 103(a)) and should
receive special management attention.

Because of existing conditions, competition for forage among wildlife,

“wild horses and domestic livestock is apparent. No forage has been

allocated for the large populations of horses that exist in many areas,
and what forage was allocated for wildlife was far below current and
projected demands. This has created a situation where total demand
exceeds the carrying capacity.

In the course of managing public land, BIM also recognizes the importance
of maintaining a diversity of wildlife species in gufficient numbers to
meet public demand (Manual 1603.12 D3a).

The demand for harvestable big game species exceeds the current supply in
the planning area. Management for optimum wildlife habitat will have

a resultant increase in wildlife abundance and diversity and will provide
a means of satisfying the increasing public demand for consumptive use

of wildlife.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ] Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity__
Wildlife o
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMEND ATION—ANALYSIS~DECISION Step IWL, 1.1 Step 3

Recommendation WL 1.1

Officially designate all crucial wildlife use areas as "areas of
critical environmental concern.'" Areas of particular importance are
riparian-streambank; meadows; aspen types; waters; sage grouse strutting,
nesting and brooding areas; raptor nesting areas; big game migration
routes, seasonal concentration areas and Button Lake on the Owyhee
Desert. With the exception of waters, these areas are delineated on

the overlay. Waters are shown on the Water Resources Overlay No. 1A,
URA Step 2.

The crucilal areas are further identified in Recommendation numbers
WL_113’ ‘105’ 1.11, ll16, and 1.260-

Rationale.

The Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (Publjic Law 94-579)
defines areas of critical environméntal concern (Sec. 105(a)). The
areas identified in the recommendation are crucial areas for wildlife.
Wildlife species depend upon them for life functions during critical
seasons of the year.

The designation of these areas as "areas of critical environmental
concern" will afford them special management comsiderations and.
protect them from disturbance and/or degradation.

Support Needs %% | L

None.

Note: Attach additional shects, if needed

“tlstrucitons on rererse ) ' Form 1600=21 (April 1973)




UNITED STATES Name (MFDP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR _ Paradise-Denio !
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity i

: wildlife ;
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 i

|
Wl. 1.1 - E
!

Complement 5

Forest 1.4 Establish mountain mahogany, limber pine, white bark
pine, cottonwood and aspen stands as ACEC,

Wildlife Aquatic 1.1 Designate all riparian/stream areas as ACECs. g

Recreation 6.3 Designate the Pine Forest Vehicle Closure Area, i
North Fork of the Little Humboldt and all riparian areas as .

ACECs.
j Conflict o g

Lands 2.1 Agricultural disposals.

Lands 6.1 Designate utility right-of-way corridors.

Minerals 1.1 Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
mineral development in the Jackson Mountains.

s

Minerals 1.4 Make no land use decision that would interfere with

mineral development in the Osgood Mcuntains. .

_ Minerals 5.1 Make no land use decisiouns that would interfere with
f leasing and development of sodium and potassium.

Minerals 6.1 Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
; geothermal development. : ;

Minerals 6.3 Make specific lands available for geothermal leasing
within the Pine Forest Recreation Area.

N Minerals 6.5 Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
W oil and gas development.

Qe W N

Range 1.8 Do not fence drainages, riparian or wet meadow sites.

Range 2 Increase existing allocatable livestock forage by
artificial methods.

Watershed 3.7 Use prescribed burning to eliminate big sagebrush
overstory and enhance the understory vegetation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
* Form 1600-21 (April 1975)

lystrucitons o reverse)




WL 1.1

Multiple Use Recommendation

Officially designate all crucial wildlife use areas as "areas of critical
environmental concern." Areas of particular importance are
riparian~-streambank; meadows; aspen types; waters; sage grouse strutting,
nesting and brooding areas; raptor nesting areas; big game migration
routes, seasonal concentration areas and Button Lake on the Owyhee Desert.
With the exception of waters, these areas are delineated on the overlay.
Waters are shown on the Water Resources Overlay No. 1A, URA Step 2.

The crucial areas are further identified in Recommendation numbers WL 1.3,
1.5, 1.11, 1.16, 1.21 and 1.26.

Establish studies in all these ACECs to monitor trend and condition and
whether management plans are achieving their objectives.

Rationale

1. This is mandated by FLPMA Section 201 (a).

2. Studies are necessary to establish trend and see if management plans
are achieving their objectives.

SuBRgrt

All Specialists
Studies ’

Protect the following crucial wildlife use areas:

1. wWildlife concentration areas

2. Raptor nesting areas A
3. Sage grouse strutting, nesting and brooding areas

4. Waters

Protective measures many include:

Te Establishment of seasons of grazing use
2. Protective fencing

3. Livestock grazing systems

4. Retention in public ownership

5. Vegaetative manipulation

6. Burning

7. Establishment of informative signs

Refer to overlays.




MFEP 1

WL 1.1 (continued)

Fence Button Lake (refer to overlays) to three-wire antelope fence
standards to exclude wild horses and livestock use by 1985,

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

FY 1982-1983. Two (2) NTE positions will be needed for the establishment
of condition and trend studies.

Two (2) NTE positions will be required to read established studies each
year beginning in FY 1983.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation.
Rationale

The Bureau has management authority to protect these areas without them
being designated ACECs.
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ' oINS .

Winnemucca District Office - -

705 East 4th Street IN REPLY REFER TO.

Winnemuecca, Nevada 89445 1600
JUN 0 7 1993 (NV-240)
!
f.
Rich Heap - }
Nevada Department of Wildlife

380 West B Street i
Fallon, NV 89406 F
i
Dear Mr. Heap: %
I am in the process of maintaining the Land Use Plan for the Paradise-Denio @
Resource Area. K
#

During this process I have been trying to update information to reflect some
of the actions that have occurred during implementation of our Land Use Plan.
Oone of the actions that has occurred is that we have split various allotments
by entering into rangeline agreements with respective permittees. The Alder
Creek allotment has been divided into the Alder Creek and Knott Creek
allotments, The Buttermilk allotment has been divided into the Buttermilk and
Martin Creek allotments, the Wilder-Bilk allotment has been divided into the
Wilder-Quinn and Bilk Creek allotments, the Blue Mtn. allotment has been
divided into the Blue Mtn. and Morman Dan allotments and the Jackson Mtn.
allotment has been divided into the Jackson Mtn. and Bottle Creek allotments.

In order to determine the wildlife use for the allotments we have calculated !
the proportion of habitat in each allotment and applied that proportion to the
reasonable numbers identified in the Land Use Plan.

From: Alder Creek Deer 1725 Pronghorn 392 Bighorn 319 Elk 384
To: Alder Creek Deer 1328 Pronghorn 245 Bighorn 207 Elk 253
Knott Creek Deer 397 Pronghorn 147 Bighorn 112 Elk 131

From: Buttermilk Deer 300 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn O
To: Buttermilk Deer 246 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn 0
Martin Creek Deer 54 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0

From: Wilder-Bilk Deer 1418 Pronghorn 236 Bighorn 93
To: Wilder-Quinn Deer 1266 Pronghorn 208 Bighorn 63
Bilk Creek Deer 162 Pronghorn 28 Bighorn 30

From: Blue Mtn Deer 30 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0 .
To: Blue Mtn Deer 30 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0 f
Mormon Dan Deer 0 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0 l

From: Jackson Mtn Deer 448 Pronghorn 72 Bighorn 346
To: Jackson Mtn Deer 378 Pronghorn 60 Bighorn 275
Bottle Creek Deer 70 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn T1




. For the Little Owyhee and Bullhead allotments, we have changed the reasonable
numbers from the initial Land Use plan numbers to the reasonable numbers

agreed to in the Coordinated Resource and Management Plans that were adopted
by both agencies. To implement these plans I now consider the following as

the reasonable numbers for wildlife within the Little Owyhee and Bullhead
allotments.

From: Little Owyhee Deer 300 Pronghorn 1017 Bighorn 72
To: Little Owyhee Deer 288 Pronghorn 1233 Bighorn 72

From: Bullhead Deer 105 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 190 ;
To: Bullhead Deer 1029 Pronghorn 101 Bighorn 190

If you have any comment or questions on this maintenance action of our Land ﬁ
Use Plan, please give me a call. |

Singere\y your




PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: 2/28/95-1

. Plan Name: Paradise-Denio MFP-III Area: Paradise-Denio Resource Area
- Page #:
Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:
Component: 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Split the wildlife reasonable numbers for the Buttermilk
allotment into the Buttermilk and Martin Creek allotment.

From: Buttermilk allotment
Deer 246 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn 0
Martin Creek allotment
Deer 54 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
To: Buttermilk allotment
Deer 149 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn 0
Martin Creek allotment
Deer 151 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

The Rangeline agreement dated 8/2/83 separated the Buttermilk
allotment into the Buttermilk and Martin Creek allotments. The
reasonable numbers were split to reflect the division of this
allotment in a June 7, 1993 maintenance action, however, the
method used to split the reasonable numbers was incorrect.

[ Requires Plan Amendment

K Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS AFPPROPRIATE:

|
1
1 Initiator §. DeForest &zg é{é%«_’gkl Date %//’ff
Program Leader R. Brya‘@%ﬁ@qw——“ Date ‘\#H{qg_
| _
| \

: pate 5.8/ Jan/ G5

; & L/t

i . Area Manager P, Christensen Cé_ / / —— Date /’j/ /(‘
District Manager _R. Wenker Vgé@}cw)é%{x Date 4/¢@S

Planning/REPA Coord. _G. Moritz
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PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: ./28/95-2

Plan Name: Paradise-Denio MFP-ITI Area: Paradise-Denio Resource Area

Page #:
Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:_ 1.1 and 1l.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE :

Split the wildlife reasonable numbers for the Abel Creek
allotment into the Abel Creek and Provo allotments.

From: Abel Creek allotment
Deer 420 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
To: Abel! (reek allotment
Deer 243 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
Provo allotment
Deer 177 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:
The Rangeline agreement dated 3/4/93 separated the Abel Creek
allotment into the Abel Creek and Provo allotments. The

reasonable numbers for the former Abel Creek allotment will be
formally divided between the two new allotments with this
action.

O Requires Plan Amendment

& Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

- é/'//

Initiator §S. DeForest /Wg,g /é/ﬁﬁj" Date /5 yg

—F 4

_— E
Program Leader _R. Brde”#EE§Z;Qf\(T”%§;a-—ﬂ‘ Date ‘SJ(S_kng
planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Moritz ){QémﬂJZQZ,;Z{i;L:Ek Date Ocig}wauyéQf

2 s,

Area Manager _P. Christensen( el Date

Ay (T
District Manager _R. Wenker “Q%giiw(;t}zAﬂégii_J Date é{%gy/éES_
S v




Wildlife 1.1 and 1l.2a

Manage range conditions to allow exiating big game populations to reach reasonable
numbers where possible. Monitor condition and trend of key wildlife areas to insure
habitat is available. Bighorn sheep will not be reintroduced on active preference
sheep allotments unless all conflicts can be resolved. The domestic sheep permit
will remain transferable as a sheep permit. Established, permitted sheep trailing
routes will be considered in the same sense as active preference sheep allotments.
Estimated forage uses by allotment which will be necessary to achieve this objective
are listed below.

Recommendation 1.2a is rejected.

ALLOTMENT REASONABLE NUMBERS (AUMs)
NAME (ADMIN) Mule Pronghorn Bighorn
Deer Antelope Sheep Elk
Sugar Loaf 75
Little Owyhee(WMCA) 288 1233 72
Spring Creek 150 48
William Stock 170 36
® Buttermilk 149 12
® Martin Creek 151
Granite 90
Indian Creek 75
So0lid Silver 45
Mullinix 60
Fort Scott 90
Hansen Creek 60
Singus 180
® Abel Creek 243
® Provo 177
Paradise Hill 150
Chimney 15
Andorno 75 12
Buffalo 75
Antelope 75 2
Rebel Creek 195 10
Willow Creek 195
Flat Creek 195
u.C. —coo- 20 22
Ft. McDermitt(WMCA/VALE) 63 30
Upper Quinn 20
Lower Quinn 20
Hot Springs 195
Scott Springs 135
Eden Valley 240
Golconda Butte 0
Osgoods 330
Bullhead (WMCA) 1029 101 190
Long Canyon 15
Asa Moore 30
Bloody Run 195
Sand Pass 60
Daveytown 45
Sod House 0
Double H 75 22 65
Pole Creek 52 48 55
Crowley Creek 58 24
Jordan Meadows 170 120

Zimmerman (VALE) 150 24



Paradise-penio Mrp ITI
Wildlife 1.1 and 1.2a (continued)

ALLOTMENT REASONABLE NUMBERS (AUMs) (continued)
NAME (ADMIN) Mule Pronghorn Bighorn
Deer Antelope Sheep Elk
Washburn 30 96
McDermitt creek (VALE) 20 14
Cordero 0
Quinn River (VALE) 30 30
Tall corral (ELKO) 90
* Jakes Creek (ELKO) 75
Iron Point 30
Eight Mile (HNF) 26
Humboldt Valley 300
Sand Dunes 90
Blue Mountain 30
Mormon Dan 0
** Happy Creek 262 38
Deer Creek 112 58
Kings River 1375 72 109
Horse Creek 805 55 98
Little Horse Creek 120 33
** Desert Valley 73 34
Coyote Hills 100 24
Crow Creek {BURNS) 27 6
Wilder-Quinn 1266 208 63
Bilk Creek 152 28 30
Dyke Hot 1057
Pine Forest 2338 108 72 96
Pueblo Mountain (WMCA) 84
Alder Creek 1328 245 207 253
Knott Creek 397 147 112 131
Paiute Meadows 1838 307 180
** Jackson Mountains 378 60 275
Bottle Creek 70 12 71
Grassy Basin (BURNS) 75 6
Holloway (BURNS) 40 6
Sand Hillg {BURNS) 10

® Corrected allotments and new totals
* Active preference sheep allotments.
** Allotmentg containing established sheep trailing routes,

Rationale:
2atlonale

The decision ag originally written caused much concern among the sheep pPermittees
of the resource area. They felt that if bighorn sheep were reintroduced inte the
resource area that the domestic sheep operations would be eliminated. This was
never the intention of the original decision. 1In order to clarify the decision the
matter was made an agenda item for the CRMP Local Numiber 1 meeting in Winnemucca on
October 22, 1983, As a result, several members of the CRMP group met with

Persons~organizations That Have Protested This Decision:

1. EKen Earp by Larry Hill, Orovada, Nevada,

2. CRMP Local Number 1; Winnemucca, Nevada,

3. Alex T. Dufurrena; Denio, Nevada.

4, Larry Hill, Nevada First Corporation; Orovada, Nevada,

5. Gary a, Thrasher, pvw, Nevada First Corporation; Winnemucca, Nevada.




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office

705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio-R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Jackson Mountains = Bottle Creek
Allotments

Since 1985, the Jackson Mountain and Bottle Creek allotments have been
administered separately, but the planning process overlooked the division of
big game reasonable number AUM's between the two allotments. After evaluation
and calculation of big game use areas, it is recommended that the following
division of AUM's be established for the two allotments.

Species Jackson Mountains Bottle Creek Total
Mule deer 378 70 448
Pronghorn 60 12 72
Bighorn sheep 275 71 346

This division of AUM's was calculated using acres of designated wildlife use
areas to obtain a percentage in both allotments. This percentage was then
applied to the current reasonable numbers found in the land use plan to re-
distribute the AUM's among the two allotments.




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office

705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio-R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Alder Creek - Knott Creek
Allotments

The land use plan decision RM 1.12 separated the Alder Creek allotment into
the Alder Creek and Knott Creek allotments, but overlooked the division of big
game reasonable number AUM's between the two allotments. After evaluation and
calculation of big game use areas, it is recommended that the following
division of AUM's be established for the two allotments.

Species Alder Creek Knott Creek Total
Mule deer 1328 397 1725
Pronghorn 245 147 392
Bighorn sheep 207 112 319
Elk 253 131 384

This division of AUM's was calculated using acres of designated wildlife use
areas to obtain a percentage in both allotments. This percentage was then
applied to the current reasonable numbers found in the land use plan to re-
distribute the AUM's among the two allotments.

==



PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: .,.:/0:-;

. Plan Name: Paradise-Denio MFP-III Area:_Paradise-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:__ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Split the wildlife AUMs for the Alder Creek allotment into two portions for
the Alder Creek and Knott Creek allotments.

From: Alder Creek Deer 1725 Pronghorn 392 Bighorn 319 Elk 384
To: Alder Creek Deer 1328 Pronghorn 245 Bighorn 207 Elk 253
Knott Creek Deer 397 Pronghorn 147 Bighorn 112 Elk 131

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

. The land use plan decision RM-1.12 separated the Alder Creek allotment into
the Alder Creek and Knott Creek allotments.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

&
Initiator _S. DeForest W Date MJ

Program Leader _R. Brva/ﬁk«.&_ﬁ f%___ Date S-lg_lal:g

Planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Morithk% Date Qﬂ&;ﬁ A3
- d e )
iy P
Area Manager _S. Billing . MU Date ;{) — 3 ?
/:7’ Y = v

. District Manager _R. Wenker \J W—é&“ég‘*‘“ 4 Date .‘?/2' Z ‘3




. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office
705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio-R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Buttermilk — Martin Creek
Allotments

The Range line agreement dated 8/23/83 separated the Buttermilk allotment into
the Buttermilk and Martin Creek allotments, but overlooked the division of big

. game reasonable number AUM's between the two allotments. After evaluation and
calculation of big game use areas, it is recommended that the following
division of AUM's be established for the two allotments.

Species Buttermilk Martin Creek Total
Mule deer 246 54 300
Pronghorn 12 0 12

This division of AUM's was calculated using acres of designated wildlife use
areas to obtain a percentage in both allotments. This percentage was then
applied to the current reasonable numbers found in the land use pPlan to re-
distribute the AUM's among the two allotments.




, PLAN CHANGE NUMBER:_ ./../s:-

. Plan Name:_ Paradise-Denio MFP-III Area:_Paradise-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:_ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Split the wildlife AUMs for the Buttermilk allotment into two portions for
the Buttermilk and Martin Creek allotments.

From: Buttermilk Deer 300 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn 0
To: Buttermilk Deer 246 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn 0
Martin Creek Deer 54 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

. The Rangeline Agreement dated 8/2/83 separated the Buttermilk allotment
into the Buttermilk and Martin Creek allotments.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S. DeForest ﬁz JM Date %j/f_}

Program Leader _R. Brvan/!@}u:—#. { u"'""_' Date g(f(qg

4\4& 7@ - Date QSJZ%LZDZ_

/gu% < pate _J3-5-92
Y

District Manager _R. Wenker %LMF/L Date '17/&2/2?

Planning/NEPA Coord.

Area Manager _S. Billing

o




. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office
705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: Distriect Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio=~R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Wilder-Quinn - Bilk Creek
Allotments

The Rangeline Agreement dated 4/30/85 separated the Wilder-Bilk allotment into
the Wilder-Quinn and Bilk Creek allotments, but overlooked the division of big
game reasonable number AUM's between the two allotments. After evaluation and
calculation of big game use areas, it is recommended that the following
division of AUM's be established for the two allotments.

Species Wilder=-Quinn Bilk Creek Total

Mule deer 1266 152 1418
Pronghorn 208 28 236
Bighorn 63 30 93

This division of AUM's was calculated using acres of designated wildlife use
areas to obtain a percentage in both allotments. This percentage was then
applied to the current reasonable numbers found in the land use plan to re-
distribute the AUM's among the two allotments.




. PLAN CHANGE NUMBER:_ /11555

Plan Name:_Paradise-Denio MFP-ITII Area:_Paradise-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:__ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

$plit the wildlife AUMs for the Wilder-Bilk allotment into two portions for
the Wilder~Quinn and Bilk Creek allotments.

From: Wilder-Bilk Deer 1418 Pronghorn 236 Bighorn 93
To: Wilder-Quinn Deer 1266 Pronghorn 208 Bighorn 63
Bilk Creek Deer 152 Pronghorn 28 Bighorn 30

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

. REASON:

The Rangeline Agreement dated 4/30/85 separated the Wilder-Bilk allotment
into the Wilder-Quinn and Bilk Creek allotments,.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S5. DeForest _&_’m Date %M}

Program Leader _R. Bryan @.\,’T* | —_ Date S—‘r,qj

Date 425@ f;ﬁ .
Date 5': {/?j

Date 7/2' Z,/?B

Planning/NEPA Coord.

Area Manager _S., Billing

’. District Manager _R. Wenker mw

/




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office

705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio-R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Blue Mountain - Morman Dan
Allotments

Since 1985, the Blue Mountain and Morman Dan allotments have been administered
geparately, but the planning process overlooked the division of big game
reasonable number AUM's between the two allotments. After evaluation and
calculation of big game use areas, it is recommended that the following
divigsion of AUM's be established for the two allotments.

Species Blue Mountain Morman Dan Total
Mule deer 30 0 30
Pronghorn 0 0 0

This division of AUM's was calculated using acres of designated wildlife use
areas to obtain a percentage in both allotments. This percentage was then
applied to the current reasonable numbers found in the land use plan to re-
digtribute the AUM's among the two allotments.




PLAN CHANGE NUMBER:__:/11/03-6

Plan Name:_ Paradise-Denio MFP-III Area: Paradise-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter: Wildlife

Heading:

Component:_ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Split the wildlife AUMs for the Blue Mountain allotment into two portions
for the Blue Mountain and Mormon Dan allotments.

From: Blue Mountain Deer 30 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
To: Blue Mountain Deer 30 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
Mormon Dan Deer 0 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date,

(Describe exact ratlionale for above change, 1include specific reterences,
e.qg. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

The District Manager's decision dated 7/20/67 separated the Sand Dunes
grazing unit into the Sand Dunes, Blue Mountain, and Corbille Well
allotments. The Blue Mountain and Corbille Well allotments were licensed
together until the 1985 grazing season and went through the land use
planning process as the "Blue Mountain allotment". Since 1985 they have
been administered separately. In 1985 the Corbille Well allotment was
renamed the Mormon Dan allotment.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S§. DeForest W Date ?/A’/Zj
Program Leader _R. Bryan” Ez;Kgn . \gzz?p——r Date ”(!Sfﬁais

-7
Planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Moritz (i Date ﬁZﬁgZZ?gfiz

‘ o
- " — 5;:?
Area Manager _S. Billing dy Date o




\"’

District Manager _R. Wenker ‘z\,m Date 7/3%@’3




. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Qffice
705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410~11
(NV=-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio=-R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Little Owyhee and Bullhead Allotments
Land use plan decision RM-1.13 adopted the CRMP's developed for the U.C.,
Little Owyhee, and Bullhead allotments. The following reascnable numbers were

developed for the Little Owyhee and Bullhead allotments and will be
incorporated as reasonable forage demand for wildlife.

Allotment Mule deer Pronghorn Bighorn
Little Owyhee 288 1233 72
Bullhead 1029 101 190

These reasonable wildlife numbers were developed fhrough the formal CRMP
process.
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: PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: .61

Plan Name:_Paradise-Denio MFP-TII Area:_Paradige-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:__ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Change the wildlife reasonable numbers AUMs for the Little Owyhee allotment
to the numbers found in the coordinated resource management plan (CRMP) .
From: Deer 300 Pronghorn 1017 Bighorn 72

To: Deer 288 Pronghorn 1233 Bighorn 72

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

The land use plan decision RM-1.13 adopted the CRMPs developed for the U.C.,
Little Owyhee, and Bullhead allotments.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

o ///
Initiator _S. DeForest M Date /5 23
v rd

Program Leader _R. Brvaﬂ/arus.\ ’é-——‘ Date 5""5'“]3

Planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Moritz __ Date és'é@g éh‘i

Area Manager _S. Billing ' Date __ 5= dgfjg

7/.
District manager _R. Wenker Date ) <
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District office

705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio-R.A.

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Little Owyhee and Bullhead Allotments
Land use plan decision RM-1,13 adopted the CRMP's developed for the U.C.,
Little Owyhee, and Bullhead allotments. The following reasonable numbers were

developed for the Little Owyhee and Bullhead allotments and will be
incorporated as reasonable forage demand for wildlife.

Allotment Mule deer Pronghotrn Bighorn
Little Owyhee 288 1233 72
Bullhead 1029 101 190

These reasonable wildlife numbers were developed through the formal CRMP
process.




PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: .,.....,

Plan Name:_Paradise-Denio MFP-III Area:_Paradige-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:__ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc,)

CHANGE:

Change the wildlife reasonable numbers AUMs for the Bullhead allotment to the
numbers found in the coordinated resource management plan (CRMP).

From: Deer 105 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 190

To: Deer 1029 Pronghorn 101 Bighorn 190

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e@.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

The land use plan decision RM-1.13 adopted the CRMPs developed for the U.C.,
Little Owyhee, and Bullhead allotments.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S. DeForest & Mﬁ Date %-5/,—3

Program Leader R. Brva@:’c @C}—__— Date L'(‘S(CL-B

244 77 e vate 05 My 45

- — ]

T f I -3

Area Manager _S. Billing f— Y Date “j"j; 7’

District Manager _R. Wenker %‘M Date ?/2‘2:%2_77

Planning/NEPA Coord. G. Moritz




UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office

705 East Fourth Street
Winnemucca, Nevada 89445

In reply refer to:

6500/4410-11
(NV-244)

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Winnemucca
Area Manager, Paradise Denio-R.A,

From: Shane J. DeForest, Wildljife Mgt. Biologist

Subject: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Upper Quinn - Lower Quinn
Allotments

The Rangeline Agreement dated 3/23/62 Separated the Lower Quinn River
allotment into the Upper Quinn and Lower Quinn allotments, but overlooked the
division of big game reasonable number AUM's between the two allotments.

After evaluation and calculation of big game use areas, it is recommended that
the following division of AUM's be established for the two allotments.

Species Upper Quinn Lower Quinn Total
Mule deer 20 20 40
Pronghorn 0 0 0]

This division of AUM's was calculated using acres of designated wildlife use
areas to obtain a percentage in both allotments. This percentage was then
applied to the current reasonable numbers found in the land use plan to re-
distribute the AUM's among the two allotments.




PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: 4/11/93-9

Plan Name:_Paradise-Denio MFP~TIII Area:_Paradise-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:__ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, ete.)

CHANGE:

Split the wildlife AUMs for the Lower Quinn River allotment into two
portions for the Lower Quinn and Upper Quinn allotments.

From: L. Quinn River Deer 40 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
To: Upper Quinn Deer 20 Pronghorn 0 Bighorn 0
Lower Quinn Deer 20 Pronghorn o Bighorn 0]

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
€.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

The Rangeline Agreement dated 3/23/62 separated the Lower Quinn River
allotment into the Upper Quinn and Lower Quinn allotments.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S. DeForest ’M Date %

Program Leader _R. Brvmv\T ’(g()-)-—— Date g{&—- 'Cls

/‘

Planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Morit

Date Qﬁ//%&;f 43

Date S“___—j’" —FZ‘%

A7 AU

Area Manager _S. Billing

Y,
District Manager _R. Wenkeé/-ék é&“ﬂé%—’ Date 7/2' .Z'A’5




PLAN CHANGE NUMBER:_ .,1.6:-;

. Plan Name:_Paradise-Denio MFP-TIII Area:_Paradige-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:__1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Split the wildlife AUMs for the Jackson Mountains allotment into two
portions for the Jackson Mountains and Bottle Creek allotments.
From: Jackson Mountains Deer 448 Pronghorn 72 Bighorn 346
To: Jackson Mountains Deer 378 Pronghorn 60 Bighorn 275
Bottle Creek Deer 70 Pronghorn 12 Bighorn 71

The attached sheets reflect the changes in the decision to this date.

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

. REASON:

The District Manager's decision dated 2/2/68 separated the Jackson
Mountains grazing unit into the Jackson Mountains, Bottle Creek, and Desert
Valley allotments. Livestock use agreements were written in 1989 for the
Jackson Mountains and Bottle Creek allotments, redistributing the wildlife
AUM's, however, they were never signed. This amendment modifies the Land
Use Plan based on calculation of percent of wildlife use areas held within
each particular allotment, as compared to the Jackson Mountains allotment

previous to the split.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S. DeForest A M Date 'MJ

Program Leader R, Brva@-/&u-——-‘ Date t‘f((g!‘ig

. Planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Morit Date Qj,%l;{ é&j

- / - (,._.-f - g
Area Manager _S. Billing % //j’/%/{) Date V)"’ S /{7

()




District Manager _R. Wenker é"-ﬁ“—é% Date 7,/2’2/'?3
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Paradise-Denio MFP III
Wildlife 1.1 and 1l.2a

Manage range conditions to allow existing big game populations to reach
reasonable numbers where possible. Monitor condition and trend of key
wildlife areas to insure habitat is available. Bighorn sheep will not be
reintroduced on active preference sheep allotments unless all conflicts can be
resolved. The domestic sheep permit will remain transferable as a sheep
permit. Established, permitted sheep trailing routes will be considered in
the same sense as active preference sheep allotments. Estimated forage uses
by allotment which will be necessary to achieve this objective are listed
below.

Recommendation 1.2a is rejected,

ALLOTMENT REASONABLE NUMBERS (AUMs)

NAME Mule Pronghorn Bighorn
Deer Antelope Sheep Elk

Sugar Loaf 75

Little Owyhee 288 1233 72

Spring Creek 150 48

William Stock 170 36

Buttermilk 246 12

Martin Creek 54

Granite 90

Indian Creek 75

S0lid Silver 45

Mullinix 60

Fort Scott 90

Hansen Creek 60

Singus 180

Abel Creek 420

Paradise Hill 150

Chimney 75

andorno 75 12

Buffalo 75

Antelope 75 2

Rebel Creek 195 10

Willow Creek 195

Flat Creek 195

U.C. 150 22

Ft. McDermitt 63 30

Upper Quinn 20

Lower Quinn 20

Hot Springs 195

Scott Springs 135

Eden Valley 240

Golconda Butte 0

Osgoods 330

Bullhead 1029 101 190



Paradise-Denio MFP III
. Wildlife 1.1 and 1.2a (continued)
ALLOTMENT REASONABELE NUMBERS (AUMs) (continued)
NAME Mule Pronghorn Bighorn
Deer Antelope Sheep Elk
Washburn 30 96
McDermitt Creek 20 14
Cordero 0
Quinn River 30 30
Tall Corral 20
* Jakes Creek 75
Iron Point 30
Eight Mile 26
Humboldt Valley 300
Sand Dunes 90
Blue Mountain 30
Mormon Dan 0
** Happy Creek 262 38
Deer Creek 112 58
Kings River 1375 72 109
Horse Creek 805 55 98
Little Horse Creek 120 33
** Degert Valley 73 34
Coyote Hillse 100 24
Crow Creek 27 6
* Wilder-Quinn 1266 208 63
* Bilk Creek 152 28 30
Dyke Hot 1075
Pine Forest 2338 108 72 96
Pueblo Mountain 84
Alder Creek 1328 245 207 253
Knott Creek 397 147 112 131
Paiute Meadows 1838 307 180
** Jackson Mountains 378 60 275
Bottle Creek 70 12 71
Grassy Basin 75 6
Holloway 40 6
Sand Hills 10
Long Canyon 15
Asa Moore 30
Bloody Run 195
Sand Pass 60
Daveytown 45
Sod House 0
Double H 75 22 65
Pole Creek 52 43 55

Crowley Creek 58 24
Jordan Meadows 170 120




Zimmerman 150 24

* Active preference sheep allotments.
** Allotments containing established sheep trailing routes.

Rationale:

The decision as originally written caused much concern among the sheep
permittees of the resource area. They felt that if bighorn sheep were
reintroduced into the resource area that the domestic sheep operations would
be eliminated. This was never the intention of the original decision. In
order to clarify the decision the matter was made an agenda item for the CRMP
Local Number 1 meeting in Winnemucca on October 22, 1982. As a result,
several members of the CRMP group met with Winnemucca District personnel and
worked out the clarification.

Persons—Organizationg That Have Protested This Decision:

l. Ken Earp by Larry Hill; Orovada, Nevada.

2. CRMP Local Number 1; Winnemucca, Nevada.

3. Alex T. Dufurrena; Denio, Nevada.

4. Larry Hill, Nevada First Corporation; Orovada, Nevada.

5. Gary A. Thrasher, DVM, Nevada First Corporation; Winnemucca, Nevada.




. PLAN CHANGE NUMBER: 4/11/93-8

Plan Name:_ Paradise-Denio MFP-III Area:; Paradisge-Denio Resource Area

Page #:

Chapter:_Wildlife

Heading:

Component:_ 1.1 and 1.2a

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE:

Change the name of the Noque (pronounced no-kay) and Sons allotment to the

Quinn River allotment. Reasonable numbers for wildlife remain unchanged.
From: Noque and Sons Deer 30 Pronghorn 30 Bighorn O

To: Quinn River Deer 30 Pronghorn 30 Bighorn 0

(Describe exact rationale for above change, include specific references,
e.g. environmental assessment, instruction memorandum, or activity plan.)

REASON:

In 1985 the Noque & Sons allotment was renamed the Quinn River(Vale)

allotment.

Requires Plan Amendment

X Conforms with existing Plan

SIGNATURE AS APPROPRIATE:

Initiator _S. DeForest

Date %L

Program Leader _R, Brvanﬂ.‘ € /(g\——‘" Date S_ls_lqg

Planning/NEPA Coord. _G. Moritzw Date éé@ 2:5
- - >
" L A 5>y~ 72
Area Manager _S5, Billing Date __

District Manager _R. Wenker éé//@i\ﬂ Date 7/127/23




y PLAN CHANGE NO._!

.// Page

Chapterbl)' i ’
Heading
Component __ /i /ond /. 24

(Describe exactly what is to be deleted, added, rewritten, etc.)

CHANGE :
Ad 4o MEPII Decision //omd/da ]

)Qdﬁeomm%cla_/éﬂ""-} /c;)q /s /C',,/'@@éo{

gl A o

‘. {Describe exact rationale for above change, to include reference material
= {.e. EA, FMP, IM.)

REASON :

| A s §
LUIK"@#\“[‘QLQ o,@[‘gfﬂe—@ cy’c’_cafS/"OA) Wwas 4{4&41760/ i ’QCS}O@ e ‘7[0 ' 3
P&{es{/ i3 Jiwe G:QOrM +he o@..c“?fn)aj A,G&S'J‘OU wax

/%Jacfuere.‘}-@n#l)/ Qm:’f#:,a’, ‘ﬂ& /o,go,é;# oA i o L2 s ’714/.“ g
speeific Pointand ibshould have beew o lugld s Fhe
é?/I(il!Dgg s ;__

/] Requires Plan Amendment
/E( Conforms vith existing FPlan

SIGNATURE AS_ APPROPBIATE : —
Initiator . _?4[25; Ié a}\j&/ﬂ‘”mp/ W Dat.*e_/;’o «f%L
Program Leader” | S

. Area Plan/Envir
_—

Area Manager

Date tcﬁlH‘?Z_ ‘
Date ﬁcfz'c:/éefz,
Date 7O -G -F z

Date 20 -G~ T2

District Manage




Paradlse~Denio MFp ILL
Wildlife 1.1 and 1.2a

‘ _ Aa Currentlv VWrircten:
by

Manage ranje conditions to allow existing big game populations to reach
reasoaable uumbers where possible, Mounitor condition and trend of key
wildlife areas to insure habitat is available.

AR s e -

B e SRS Te=

Estimated forage uses by allotment which will be necessary to achieve this
objective are listed below.

Recominendation l.2a is rejected.

(AUMs)
Allotment Deer (AUMs) Antelope (AlMs) Bighorn Sheep Elk (AUMs)
Sugar Loaf . 75 '
Little Owyhea - 300 1,017 72
Spring Creek 150 48 - I
! William Stock 170 36 : _ {
! Buttermilk _ 300 _ 12 : 1
? ' Granite 90 - l
: Indian Creek 75 ' i
| Solid Silver 45 ' ﬁ
- Mullinix 60 ' o
Fort Scott 90 I
Hansen Creek 60 : . i
Singus 130 _ b
: Abel 420 ' -
' H Paradise Hill 150
PR Chimney 75
Andorno 75 12
Buffalo 75 ) ;
Antelope 75 2 :
Rebal Creak 195 _ . : 10 . )
Willow Creek T 195 ' : T
| Flat Creek 195 .
1 Uu.C. 150 22
|- Fr. McDermitt 63 a/ 30 b/
% Quinn River 40
Hot Springs 195
Scott Springs 135
: - Eden Valley 240
Golconda Butte 0
- Osgood 330
Bullaead 105 190
Loug Canvon 15
Ara Moore 30
Bloody Run 195
Saud Paasg 60
Daveviown 45 )
Sol Housa 0

. Doauvble Y 75 22 . 65

|




Allotnent

Deer (AUMs)

Antalope (AUMs)

(AUMs)

Bighorn Sheep

Elk (Alhis)

a/ West side — administered by the Winnemucca District.

b/ East side - administered by the Vale District.

Change To:

Manage range conditiouns to allow existing big game populations to reach

reasonable numbers where possible.

Monitor condition and trend of key

f!‘“§3 Pole Creex 52 4e 55
; Crowley Creak 58 24
. Jordan Moadows 170 120 ”
Zizmaerzan - 150 24 |
Washburn 30 96 %
McDermitt Creek 20 14 ¥
Cordero 0 @
Noque & Sons 30 30 L
Tall Corral 90
Jakes Creek 75
Iron Point 30 §
Eight Mile 26 ;
tumboldt Valley 300 !
Sand Dunes 90 f
Blue Mountain 30 ﬁ
Happy Cre=zk 262 38 ;
Deer Creek 112 58 ]
Kings River 1,375 72 109
Horse Creek 805 55 98 }
! Little Horse i
Creek 120 33 E
1 Desert Valley 73 34 §
Coyote Hills 100 24 2
Crow Creek 27 6 i
: Wilder Bilk 1,418 1236 93 1
- \ Dyke Hot 1,075 '
. Pine Forest 2,338 108 72 96
i Pueblo Mountain 84 ]
Alder Creek 1,725 392 319 384 ;
Paiute Meadows 1,838 307 180 ¥
Jackson Mountain 448 72 -346 : '
Grassy 3Basin 15 6 N
Holloway 40 6
Sand Hills 10

wildlife areas to insure habitat is available. Bighorn sheep will not be b
reintroduzed on active preference sheep allotments unless all couflicts can
ba resolved. The domestic sheep permit will remain transferable as a sheep x
perait. Established, permittod sheep trailing routes will be considered in '
the saize sense as active prefereace sheep allotments. Estiwmated forage B

uses by allotment which will be necessary to achieve this objective arc

listad balow,




-t (Auis) Elk .
Allotincut Decr (ALMS) Antelope {(AUMs) Bighorn Sheep (AUMs) i
PR Sugar Loaf 75 ;
N Little Ouyhee 300 1,017 72 :
. Spring Creek 150 48 :
William Stock 170 36 ' i
Buttermilk | 300 12 -}
Granite 90 ) !
Indian Creek 75 ‘ oy
Solid Silver 45 _ : :
Mullinix 60 ' . !
Fort Scott 90 ' ;
Hansen Creek 60
‘ Singus 180 !
Abel 420 - . o3
| Paradise Hill 150 . B
; Chinney 75 - ' 0
| Andorno _ 75 : 12 _ i
| Buffalo 75 ' : &
’ Antelope 75 2. %
Rebel Creeck 195 10 i
Willow Creek 195. _ . i
; Flat Creek - 195 ' , ' S
u.C. 150 22 . i
I - Ft. McDermitt 63 a/ 30 b/ !
z Quinn River 40 it
Hot Springs 195 il
S - Scott Springs 135 ' '
Q} ' "Eden Valley 240 : . : . S t
Golconda Butte 0 ' ' i
: 0sgood 330 _ 3
Bullheaad 105 190 ﬁ
Long Canyon 15 . J
Asa Moore 30 f
Bloody Run . 195 _ <t g
Sand Pass 60 ) : ' ‘ H
Daveytown 45 N
Sod House 0 ?
Double H - : 75 ' 22 . 65 , ]
Pole Creck 52 48 55 1
Crowley Creek 58 24 ]
Jordan Meadows 170 120 :
Zimmarman 150 24 t
Washburn 30 - 96
- MeDermitt Creek 20 : 14 . . |
Cordero 0 S ‘
Nogue & Sons 30 30
Tall Corral 90 v
* Jakes Craeck 75 ;
Iren Poiat 30 : 1
pight Mile 26
Humbalidt Valley 300

-

Sand Dunes 90 : ' ‘
) Blue louuiain 30 ] ‘
- g; w5 flapoy Creck 262 : 38 ?




(AMs) Elk

Allotment Deer (AUMs) Antelope (AUMs) Bighorn Sheep (AUMs)
Deer Creek 112 58
Kings River 1,375 72 ‘ 109
Horse Creek 805 55 98
Little Horse
Creek 120 33
*¥* Desert Valley 73 34
Coyote Hills 100 24
Crow Creek 27 )
* Wilder Bilk 1,418 236 93
Dyke Hot 1,075
Pine Forest 2,338 ‘ 108 72 96
Pueblo Mountain 84
Alder Creek 1,725 - 392 319 384
Paiute Meadows 1,838 307 180
** Jackson Mountain 448 72 346
Grassy Basin 75 6
Holloway 40 : 6
Sand Hills 10

* Active preference sheep allotments.,
** Allotments containing established sheep trailing routes.

2/ West side - administered by the Winnemucca District.
b/ East side - administered by the Vale District.

Rationale:

The decision as originally written caused much concern among the sheep
permittees of the resource area. They felt that if bighorn sheep were
reintroduced into the resource area that the domestic sheep operations
would be eliminated. This was never the intention of the original ,
decision. In order to clarify the decision the matter was made an agenda
item for the CRMP Local Number 1l meeting in Winnemucca on October 22, 1982.
As a result several members of the CRMP group met with Winnemucca District
personnel and worked out the c¢larification.

Persons—Organizations That Have Protested This Decision:

1. Ken Earp by Larry Hill, Orovada, Nevada.

2. CRMP Local Number 1, Winnemucca, Nevada. !
3. Alex T. Dufurrena, Denio, Nevada.

4.  Larry Hill, Nevada First Corporation, Orovada, Nevada.

5. Gary A. Thrasher, DVM, Nevada First Corporation, Winnemucca, Nevada.
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UNITED STATES Neme (MFP}
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity
' | wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1  Step 3
Recommendation
WL 1.2 Reserve forage for full reasomable numbers of big game animals
MFP I in the habitat types presently occupied and those proposed for re-
- introduction or introduction as identified by the Nevada Department of
Wildlife. Forage by allotment are listed below.
~ (AUMs)
Allotment Deer (AUMs) Antelope (AUMs) Bighorn Sheep Elk (AUMs)
Sugar Loaf 75 - i 292 7
Little Owyhee 300 1,017 72
Spring Creek 150 48
William Stock 170 36
Buttermilk 300 12
Granite 90 :
Indian Creek 75
Solid Silver 45
Mullinex 60
Fort Scott 20
Hansen Creek 60
Singus 180
Abel 420
Paradise Hill 150
Chimney 75 -
Andorno 75 _ 12 )
Buffalo V75 _
Antelope 75 2
Rebel Creek 195 i0
Willow Creek 195
Flat Creek 195 .
u.cC. 150 22
_ Ft. McDermitt 63 a/ 30 b/
..—Quinn River 40
i Hot Springs 195
' Scott Springs 135
Eden Valley 240
Golconda Butte 0
Osgood 330 .
Bullhead 105 ' 190
Long Canyon 15
Asa Moore 30
Bloody Run 195
Sand Pass 60
a/

West side - administered by the Winnemucca District.

b/ East side - administered bf the Vale District.

Continued
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

3 60021 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . Activity
: : 11d
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Continued
Daveytown 45
Sod House 0 ,
Double H 15 22 65
Pole Creek 52 48 55
Crowley Creek 58 24
Jordan Meadows 170 120
Zimmerman 150 24
i Washburn 30 96
»  MecDermitt Creek 20 14
" Cordero 0
 ~—Noque & Sons 30 30
Tall Corral 90
Jakes Creek 715
Iron Point : 30
. . Eight Mile 26
: Humboldt Valley 300
ey Sand Dunes 90
Blue Mountain 30
- Happy Creek 262 38
Deer Creek 112 58
Kings River 1,375 72 109
Horse Creek 805 55 98
Little Horse Creek 120 33 S
Desert Valley 73 - 34
Coyote Hills 100 24 K
Crow Creek 96 22 8 &
Wilder Bilk 15480-/, Y8 206 236 93
Dyke Hot 1,075
Pine Forest 2,338 108 72 96
Pueblo Mountain 84
Alder Creek 1,725 392 . 319 384
Pajute Meadows 1,838 307 180
Jackson Mtn. 448 72 346
Ay S bt R 4
Rutfonale: ‘o

The allocation of forage for reasonable numbers will allow for an
expansion of big game herd size and diversity through time, provide
a greater abundance of wildlife and in turn, furnish increased
opportunities for consumptive and nonconsumptive uses to help meet
projected public demands.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

“Hnstrucitons on reverse) ' ' Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




' UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
) ' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio y
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity -
- Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ' Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS=-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 '
Continued
43 CFR 4111.3-1 provides requirements for the rating and classification

of Federal range. 43 CFR 4111.3-1(b) states in part "... a sufficient
capacity of Federal range suitable for wildlife will be reserved by the
District Manager after comnsulting with wildlife interests for the
maintenance of a reasonable number of wild game animals, to use the :

range in common with livestock grazing in the district." (Underlining
added.)

The Nevada Department of Wildlife was consulted regarding these figures,
and reasonable numbers were developed co-operatively between the  former b
agency and the Bureau of Land Management. These figures represent the :
number of animals that can "reasonably" be expected under the concept
of multiple use with proper livestock grazing management. Recognizing
that game populations fluctuate in size from Year—-to-year, reasonable
- numbers for deer reflect an average that falls between yearly peaks

and lows.

T -

Reasonable numbers for antelope, on the other hand, are higher than
an average of past population fluctuations, because antelope herds
are expected to expand once management is implemented.

Reasonable numbers of bighorn sheep and elk reflect an estimate of the
number of each species the habitat will be able to support once
reintroduced or introduced (respectively). .

The alternatives to this recommendation are: (1) provide no forage i
for big game animals, (2) reserve forage for deer and antelope based i
on low population years and to the number of bighorn sheep and elk i
it is estimated that suitable habitat will support, (3) provide forage q
for present numbers and no forage for elk and bighorn sheep, (4) reserve Y
forage for peak numbers and to the number of bighorn sheep and elk .é
it is estimated that suitable habitat will support. ﬂ

Blg game numbers will exceed numbers recognized in (1) at all times i1
and will exceed (2) during most years. Disregarding use as it is

actually occurring on the ground merely creates an over obligation of .
the forage resource. It is not possible to maintain good quality /
wildlife habitat under these conditions. |

It is expected that big game numbers will inerease through proper
livestock grazing management. Therefore, the reservation of forage for
present numbers (alternative (3)) will have the same effect as

=l'it::_r_c-: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ustrociiony N U e )

" Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Pa - -
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT _ Activity
. Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3

B e

continued

alternatives (1) and (2), but to a lesser degree. A decision which

will provide no forage for bighorn sheep will preclude the reintro-

duction of this species into its historic range. BNk wELDumegie: i

IO TN VS e abbe RO iﬁ*éﬁ%‘*ﬁ%%ﬂstﬂan@ﬁ%@m
e " yitacapectes. Smaller wildlife populations

- and less diversity will be the consequence with this alternative.

The reservation of forage for peak numbers will unnecessarily with-=
draw forage that would otherwise be available for livestock consumption,
since peak numbers would be attained during very few years.

The reservation of forage for reasonable numbers is a first step
towards providing suitable habitat for wildlife and will allow for
some future expansion, reintroductions of bighorn sheep which
historically occupied habitat in the planning area and for the
introduction of elk into the Pine Forest Range. This reservation
will recognize present and projected forage requirements of big game
and will bring the total demand in line with the carrying capacity
of the range, Any improvement in wildlife habitar condition

that occurs as a result of forage reservations will have a resultant
benefit for small game and nongame species,

The additional big game supply will have a concomitant increase in

hunters, in turn providing additional revenues to local communities
in the planning area. '

Support;

Nomne. .

Nc_:l'e.- Attach additional sheets, if needed

HUnslructions on FeLerse)
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” UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
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' | Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Recommendation

WL 1.2a Provide forage in the interim for reasonable numbers of big game in
~ that portion of the Elko District in which livestock grazing is
“ﬂFTJ & administered by the Winnemucca District until such time as Elko makes
forage reservations for wildlife.

Forage required by species is listed below:

Tuscarora Planning Unit
(Elko District)

Bighorn Sheep

Allotment Deer (AUMs) Antelope (AUMs) (AUMs)

Little Owyhee 0 441 10 g
Bullhead ‘ 924 ‘ 101 ' 180 »
Rationale

The Little Owyhee and Bullhead Allotments overlap the Winnemucca and
Elko Districts. Grazing on the Elko District side is administered
by the Winnemucca District. Forage allocations will be made by the
Elko Distriet on this area in 1986. Forage in the same allotments in
the Winnemucca District will be allocated by September 30, 1981.
Wildlife must be provided forage on the Elko District side in the
interim to bring forage reservations in line with adjustments made
in the Winnemucca Distriet. This can be accomplished through an
interim decision. This procedure has been outlined in ILnstruction
Memorandum NV 79-73 and the interdistrict agreement between the two
subject. districts (presently in draft).

One alternative was considered. This was to delay forage reservations
until the Elko District completes its planning effort in 1986. A
delay in providing forage for wildlife in this area will create
inconsistencies between the two sides of the allotments involved.

In addition, forage is being consumed by wildlife in the area concerned
at present. Disregarding this use on paper does not affect what is !
actually occurring on the ground. Thus forage demand would exceed o
the supply until planning is completed in the Tuscarora Planning Unit. ‘

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Continued
WS I7V ] Form 1600921 (April 1975
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Continued

Therefore, an interim decision which reserves forage for reasonable
numbers on the Elko District side would bring forage demand in line
with the carrying capacity. This would be subject to further adjust-
ments following completion of land use planning by the Elko District
in 1986 (Instruction Memorandum NV 79-73).

The benefits of this recommendation are stated in Recommendation 1.2.

Support Needs

Nona.

,u

©

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

thse . "
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Daradise=Nent
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity o
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ' [Gverlay Reterence
RECOMMENOATION=-ANALYSIS=-DECISION i Step 1 Step 3

WL 1.2 & l.2a

Multiple Use Recommendation

Modify the recommendation as follows:

Where forage is available, reserve forage for reasonable
numbers. Where there is a deficit in forage for full reasonable
numbers the deficit will be carried forward. As forage
increases through management, and is documented by studies, it
will be allocated between wildlife and livestock except on the
Velma Johnston Herd Management Area where it will be allocated
between wild horses and wildlife.

See Range 1.1 for the forage allocation by allotment.

E_O_fg-_:__ _A_l_mch additional sheets, if needed

s tacioons o severses ' " Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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WL 1.2 and 1.2a (continued)

i i

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION !

Manage range conditions to allow existing big game populations to reach
reasoinable numbers where possible. Monitor condition and trend of key
wildlife areas to insure habitat is available.

Estimated forage uses by allotment which will be necessary to achieve this n
objective are listed below.

Recommendation 1.2a is rejected.

Double H 75 22 85

| (AUMs)
i Allotment Deer (AUMs) Antelope (AUMs) Bighorn Sheep Elk (AUMs) i
; Sugar Loaf 75 >o05787 _ i
} Little Owyhee 300 o 72 Y
Spring Creek 150 48 j
William Stock 170 36 b
Buttermilk 300 12 i
Granite a0 i
Indian Creek 75 i
_ Solid Silver 45 i
] Mullinix 60 |
Fort Scott 90 i
Hansen Creek 60 !
Singus 180 I
: _ Abel 420 , _ \ i
‘ Paradise Hill 150 ‘ X
h y Chimney . 75 %
Y Andorno 75 12 i
N Buffalo 75 :
Antelope 75 2
Rebel Creek 195 10
Willow Creek 195 "4, ;
Flat Creek 195 b
U.C. 150 22 :
Ft. McDermitt 63 a/ 30 b/ ]
Quinn River 40 ﬁ
Hot Springs 195
Scott Springs 135
Eden Valley 240
Golconda Butte 0
Osgood 330 :
Bullhead 105 190 J
Long Canyon 15
Asa Moore 30 f
Bloody Run 195 ‘
Sand Pass 60 é
Daveytown 45 ;
Sod House 0 %




WL 1.2 and 1.2a

Allotment

Pole Creek

Crowley Creek
Jordan Meadows
Zimmerman
Washburn
McDermitt Creek
Cordero
Nogque & Sons
Tall Corral
Jakes Creek
Iron Point
Eight Mile
Humboldt Valley
Sand Dunes
Blue Mountain
Happy Creek
Deer Creek
Kings River
Horse Creek
Little Horse
Creek
Desert Valley
Coyote Hills
Crow Creek
wilder Bilk
Dyke Hot
Pine Forest
Pueblo Mountain
Alder Creek
Paiute Meadows
Jackson Mountain
Gragsy Basin
Holloway
Sand Hills

(continued)

(AUMs)
Deer (AUMs) Antelope (AUMs) Bighorn Sheep Elk (AUMs)
52 48 55
58 24
170 120
150 24
30 96
20 14
0
30 30
90
75
30
26
300
20
30
262 a8
112 58
1,375 72 109
805 55 98
120 a3
73 34
100 24
27 6
1,418 236 93
1,075
2,338 108 72 96
84
1,725 392 319 384
1,838 307 180 ¢
448 72 346
75 6
40 6
10

a/ West side - administered by the Winnemucca District.

b/ East side ~ administered by the Vale District.

i
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MFP 1

Recommendation: WL 1.3

Improve the condition of approximately 5,800 acres of pure and mixed
aspen habitats for wildlife. The methods for improvement will vary
by allotment, but will inelude livestock management, protective
fencing, burning, clear—cutting and spraying. Management should be
aimed at maintaining the vegetative community in a condition
approaching “excellent”. This will assure the stand's existence for
future wildlife benefits.

Grazing systems designed for allotments which contain significant
stands of aspen should consist of at least four (4) pastures. The

xpasture(s) which contain at least 100 acres of aspen should be

4

rested for at least four (4) consecutive years, or until a o
sufficient number of shoots have grown beyond the reach of cattle el
(48 inches). This pasture can then be grazed in conjunction with
’ the additional pastures in the allotment. This rest will be
- repeated on a 12-15 year cycle. Allotments which contain at least
100 acres of aspen in more than one pasture can rotate this rest
between .pastures every four (plus) years. ‘

This grazing system should be applied to the following allotments:
Wilder-Bilk, Alder Creek, Pine Forest, Kings River, Zimmerman and
Osgood (refer to overlays). T Ims.

The remaining allotments which contain scattered aspen commpnities

“will require a rest~rotation system with a minimum of three (3)
pastures. Protective fencing will be necessary for those stands
which are not meeting management objectives.

The above areas must be considered key areas when designing
allotment management plans. Studies will be established to
determine the effects of the system on these habitats.

Rationale:
Pure and mixed aspen stands, in addition to providing forage and/or

cover, provide an optimum "edge effect” that increases the diversity
of wildlife habitat. These are cruclal areas for a diversity of

x wildlife species and are identified as potential areas of critical

-_No.'c- Mm__c_h additional sheets, if needed

environmental concern. As stated in the URAs, improvement of these
stands will insure their existence in the future and will have a
resultant increase in the diversity and abundance of many wildlife
species. The condition of this vegetation in the majority of the
planning area can be improved through livestock grazing management
and fencing; however, some deteriorated aspen stands inhibit their
own reproduction through auxins

(continued)

CaSraclions an rererse
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Continued

|
produced by the mature trees. These inhibit sucker formation. In such S
cases, rest from livestock grazing will not, in itself, improve the
stand’'s condition. In these cases, disturbance will be required through
controlled burns, clear-cuts, or herbidical sprays. Once treated,
fencing Zill be required until aspen shoots have grown beyond the reach

of cattle (a minimum of 48 inches). }

]
The minimum requirement of four years' rest was determined through personal 4
observations of aspen regeneration following wild fires., These ’ 4

observations were made by Les Boni and Eugene Dahlem. In most cases, it @
takes at least four growing seasons for aspen suckers to grow beyond =
the reach of cattle in this distriet. Growth rate varies, however, and i
it takes longer to attain the desired heighth on poorer sites than on S

il

the more optimum sites. 1In addition, aspen suckers will grow less ﬁ
. - + T!i

rapidly in areas which contain mature trees than on burned sites. This ol
is because more sunlight is available, and there is less demand on the i

4
existing established root systems. :

Information regarding aspen regeneration and management 1s limited. fﬁ
Studies will be established to determine the most feasible methods of ¥
improving these stands. R i

implementation of this recommendation conforms with BLM Manual 160%.12D1, :
1603.12D3a, 1603.12D4c. ' 2 o

The alternative of "maintaining the subject habitats in their existing 4
condition" was considered. The deteriorated condition and lack of reproduction
prevalent in the planning area is not desirable, and, if this continues,

such stands will be lost. This will have a similar effect on wildlife

species dependent upon these crucial use areas.

Since these stands are an important component of wildlife habitat for
many species, their improvement will allow for expansion of wildlife
numbers and diversity. This will in turn furnish increased opportunities

for consumptive and nonconsumptive uses to help meet projected public
demands, :

Support Needs

1. Fire control will be needed for burning stands of aspen to stimulate A
regeneration,

-
Continued :
; .'.,'n.r.t- Attath adiiona! shoets, if heeded -
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity :
wildlife §
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference f
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3 '
Wl. 1.3 (continued) i
Reasons f
1. Aspen provides for a diversity of habitat and cover which are w

eritical to many wildlife species. Prescribed fire and cutting b
stimulate new growth. '

2. Management plans especially grazing, should use aspen as a key
species to design such systems and to ascertain whether their
plans are meeting managment objectives.

3. A fire management plan is necessary to provide for the best
tactics and equipment for the resourcé values concerned and to

use fire as a management tool.

Support
All Specialists ’ . ;

Fire Management
Operations

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

,.
. . .
i

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

" Form 1600-=-21 (April 1975)
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RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Wi. 1.3

Multiple Use Analysis

Complements

Forestry 1.3 Utilize prescribed burning and/or clear cutting to

enhance deteriorated stands of aspen, cottonwood, willow, alder
and chokecherry.

Fire 2.1 Develop a fire management program that is based on the
bureau planning system.

Conflict

Cultural Resources 1.3 Through special protection from fire and
cutting, preserve all Basque aspen carvings,

Cultural Resources 1.7 Designate all Sl and 82 sites as ACECs.

Watershed 3.3 Eliminate all surface disturbing activities from
areas having a deteriorating erosion trend, having a critical or

severe erosion condition, having a high erosion susceptibility
or a high vegetal-soil factor.

Wildlife 1.1 Designate all crucial wildlife use areas as ACECS.

Recreation 6.1 Protect the aspen carvings in the Pine Forest from
fire and cutting.

These conflicts can be mitigated by using standard Bureau
procedures. -

Multiple Use Recommendation

AAF’P |i 1« Accept the recommendation.
2. Use aspen as a key species in the design of grazing systems.
i 3. Develop a fire managment plan for the Rgsqurce Area.

A ARERL T
rl ;o -
: = 42¢759;¢ﬁh=q.g
e !
~wd

Note: Attach additional sheets, if neoded
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WL 1.3

Multiple Use Recommendation

Improve the condition of approximately 5,800 acres of pure and mixed aspen
habitats for wildlife. The methods for improvement will vary by allotment,
but will include livestock management, protective fencing, burning,
clear-cutting and spraying. Management should be aimed at maintaining the
vegetative community in a condition approaching "excellent", This will
agsure the stand's existence for future wildlife benefits.

Grazing systems designed for allotments which contain significant stands of
aspen should consist of at least four (4) pastures. The pasture(s) which
contain at leagt 100 acres of aspen should be rested for at least four (4)
consecutive years, or until a sufficient number of shoots have grown beyond
the reach of cattle (48 inches). This pasture can then be grazed in
conjunction with additional pastures in the allotment. This rest will be
repeated on 12-15 year cycle. Allotments which contain at least 100 acres
of aspen in more than one pasture can rotate this rest between pstures
every four (plus) years.

This grazing system should be applied to the following allotments:

Wilder Bilk, Alder Creek, Pine Forest, Kings River, and O=sgood
(refer to overlays). .

The remaining allotments which contain scattered aspen communities will
require a rest-rotation system with a minimum of three (3) pastures.
Protective fencing will be necessary for those stands which are not meeting
management objectives.

The above areas mugst be congidered key areas when designing allotment
management plans. Studies will be established to determine the effects of
the system on these habitats. "t

Use aspen as a key species in the design of grazing systems.

Develop a fire management plan for the Resource Area.

Rationale

1. Aspen provides for a diversity of habitat and cover which are critical
to many wildlife species. Prescribed fire and cutting stimulate new
growth.

2. Management plans especially grazing, should use aspen as a'key species
to design such systems and to ascertain whether their plans are
meeting management objectives.

3. A fire management plan i3 necessary to provide for the best tactics
and equipment for the resource values concerned and to use fire as a
management too.
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MFP 11

WL 1.3 (continued)

SuEEort

All specialists
Fire Management
Operations

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

In the design, implementation, or revision of grazing management systems,
plans for horse use areas, consider aspen and mahogany as "critical"
management species.

Specific management objectives will be designed for these critical species
and these objectives will be used in the activity plans developed on an
area.

Rationale
Coordinated planning efforts on an area should develop realistic objectives

for these ¢ritical management species that will be part of a grazing
management plan, horse management plan, or habitat management plan.

-

Ry il

¢
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference i
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 WI, 1, 25tep 3 w;

Recommendation: WL 1.4

browse habitat for mule deer and antelope (refer to overlays). This

category includes, but is not limited to, the following palatable

shrub species: curlleaf mountain mahogany, antelope bitterbrush, &
serviceberry and snowberry. The methods will vary by allotment, but i
will include livestock management, some cutting and protective i
fencing. Management should be directed toward good quality
reproduction and the maintenance of proper use at, or below, the
guidelines developed by Bureau of Land Mangagement, Winnemucca
District, and Nevada State Office personnel (Instruction Memorandum
No. NSO 76-167). ) ;

MFP |§

L

Improve the condition of approximately 4,500 acres of mountain i
i

Grazing systems for allotments which contain an abundance of

mountain browse should be designed with minimum of four (4) pastures

to satisfy the physiological requirements of this vegetationm.

Grazing sequence should be such that two consecutive years' rest i

will be provided to allow for seed production and trampling of '

seeds. The allotments in which this system is recommended are: !
x Alder Creek, Pine Forest, Wilder-Bilk, Paiute Meadows, Little

Owyhee, Happy Creek, and Kings River. Other allotments (not yet

identified) may contain an abundance of these species. This

four-pasture $ystem should be considered for these also, as they are

identified through future inventories. -
Those allotments which contain small scattered stands of mountain L
browse will require a rest-rotation system with a minimum of three *

¥ (3) pastures. Protective fencing will be necessary for those stands
in which desirable reproduction is not being obtained. . i

v The browse species considered here must be considered “"key gpecies™
when designing allotment management plans. Studies will be
established to determine the effects of the grazing system on this
vegetation.

Rationale:

Mountain browse types are important use areas for a variety of &
wildlife species. o :

Reproduction is generally lacking through mountain browse types and ﬁ
the condition and availability of these shrubs to wildlife is poor. ’

{ The condition and reproduction can be improved through properly E
designed livestock grazing systems. Protective fencing may be i
required 1f management objectives for these stands are not being ﬁ
met.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

-'h;_\.'ru('.'lun\' on Tererse ’ ' Form 1600=21 (April 1973)
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Continued

Impleméntation of this recommendation conforms with BIM Manual 1603.12D1,
1603.12D3a and 1603.12D4c.

‘The alternative of "maintaining mountain browse in its existing
condition" was considered. The present condition of these communities
is such that the potential for losing them is very likely. Stands

that are continually overbrowsed lose their vigor and are not able

to produce sufficient quantities of seed. If this continues the mature
plants die, and no young plants are able to replace them. Through time
the stand will be lost to a variety of wildlife species. A preferred
forage species for deer and antelope is also lost.

-
P

rd

Since these stands are important for both deer and antelope, because

of the "edge," forage and cover they provide, the improvement of

their condition will improve the quality of their habitat. A resultant
increase in herd size is expected with an accompanying increase in _
opportunities for consumptive and nonconsumptive uses. This will help
meet projected public demands for this resource.

Support Needs

1. Engineering will be required for survey and design of fences,

x
»

2. Range will be needed for design of livestock grazing systems.

3. Forestry will provide assistance in design of methods used to
improve curlleaf mountain mahogany stands.

4. Archeology will provide assistance for clearance of fence routes
prior to construction.

_U.

Neore: Autiach additicns! sheets, il needed
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Continued T Page 2 ﬂj

The improvement of these vegetative types will greatly improve the
quality of habitat for a variety of wildlife species and will assure
that crucial habitat will not be lost through erosion or sagebrush
.invasion. A resultant increase in the abundance of nongame wildlife
dependent entirely on these habitats will occur.

It is likely that grazing systems designed to bring about an improvement
in meadow and riparian habitats will have a complimentary effect on the ;
broad sagebrush-grass types surrounding them. This is because the more *
succulent, wet areas will receive heavier use than will the broad
sagebrush-grass types. During hotter months, most cattle will not 4
wander far from meadows or water until the available vegetation is i
consumed. '

Protective fencing may be necessary on meadows that have eroded to a point
where the water table is too low to support mesic vegetation. These areas i
need time to "heal". and may require special management attention not . K
provided through livestock grazing systems, : ¥

Implementation of this recommendation conforms with BIM Manual 1603.12D1,
1603.12D3a and 1603,12Dke, - .

The alternative of "maintaining meadow and riparian habitats in their
present condition" was considered. Their present conditions, however,
~are such that there is a high potential for losing many of these habitats.
Areas in which the physiological requirements of meadow species are
. not being met or which are eroding at an excessive rate will be replaced
by sagebrush and other deep-rooted brush species through time. The
habitats will be lost and so will the wildlife species dependent upon
these sites,

.

SVERFEE. T

TooE

o

Since these habitats are important for both game and nongame wildlife
species alike, the improvement of their habitats will have a direct
positive effect on them, both in species abundance and diversity.

Thus there will be an expected increase in opportunities for consumptive
and nonconsumptive uses to help meet future public demands for this
resource.

i T

Support Needs

1. Engineering will be required for survey and design of fences and design
- of structural improvements.
>2. Range will be needed for design of livestock grazing systems.
3. Fire will provide assistance in meadow improvement projects when burning
is the alternative used for improvement.
L. Archeology will be needed to conduct clearances of fence routes and at

locations where mechanical improvements are required.
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Aesirucitons on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




"P ¥

!
{
i

WL 1.4

Multiple Use Recommendation

Improve the condition of approximately 4,500 acres of mountain browse
habitat for mule deer and antelope (refer to overlays). This category
includes, but is not limited to, the following palatable shrub species:
curlleaf, mountain mahogany, antelope bitterbrush, serviceberry and
snowberry. The methods will vary by allotment, but will include livestock
management, some cutting and protective fencing. Management shnould be
directed toward good quality reproduction and the maintenance of proper use
at, or below, the guidelines developed by Bureau of Land Management,
Winnemucca District, and Nevada State QOffice personnel (Instruction
Memorandum No. NS0-76=167). .

Grazing systems for allotments which contain an abundance of mountain
browse should be designed with minimum of four (4) pastures to satisfy the
rhysiological requirements of this wvegetation. Grazing sequence should be
such that two consecutive years' rest will be provided to allow for seed
production and trampling of seeds. The allotments in which this system is
recommended are: Alder Creek, Pine Forest, Wilder-Bilk, Paiute Meadows,
Little Owyhee, Happy Creek, and Kings River. Other allotments (not yet
identified) may contain an abundance of these species. This four-pasture
system should be considered for these also, as they are identified through
future inventories.

These allotments which contain small scattered stands of mountain browse
will require a rest-rotation system with a minimum of three (3) pastures.
Protective fencing will be necessary for those stands in which desirable
reproduction is not being obtained.

The browse species considered hee must be considered "key species"” when
designing allotment management plans. Studies will be established to

determine the effects of the grazing system on this vegetation. Y.

Establish and conduct studies to determine condition and trend.

Rationale

By using the browse species listed in the recommendation as key species in
the design of grazing systems and establishing the necessary studies on
those species management can evaluate the management plans to see if they
are meeting their objectives in a timely manner and make any necessary
adjustments.

Support

All Specialists
Operations




WL 1.4 (continued)

' D
1 P 11l prgrrrcr maNacer's DECISION

L . In the design, implementation, or revision of grazing management systems,

R plans horse use areas consider mountain browse as critical management :
species. Specific management objectives will be designed for these 4
critical species and these objectives will be used in the activity plans ‘
developed on an area.

Rationale

Coordinated planning efforts on an area should develop realistic objectives
for these critical management species that will be part of a grazing
management plan, horse management plan, or habitat management plan.

Mountain browse types are important use areas for a variety of wildlife
species.

Reproduction is generally lacking through mountain browse types and the
condition and availability of these shrubs to wildlife is poor. The il
condition and reproduction can be improved through properly designed i
livestock grazing systems. Protective fencing may be required if
management objectives for these stands are not being met.
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Recommendation: WL 1.5

fﬂf:P 1 Improve the condition of approximately 3,100 acres of meadow and
riparian habitat for wildlife (refer to overlays). Once sufficient
improvement is achieved, management objectives will be to maintain |
Xthese areas in a condition between “good and excellent”. {

Methods needed to attain the desired improvement vary, but include
livestock management, protective fences, herbicidal sprays,
controlled burns, location of salting stations away from meadows,
and mechanical improvements, i.e., gabions, gully plugs, weirs and '
detention dams. ' ]

To achieve the desired improvement, rest-rotation grazing systems
Mconsisting of at least three (3) pastures are recommended. At least

one pasture will be rested from livestock grazing each year to meet :
¥ the physiological requirements of meadow and riparian vegetation.

This grazing system is recommended for the following allotments:
Alder Creek, Pine Forest, Paiute Meadows, Dyke Hot,  Jackson
Mountains, Wilder-Bilk, Kings River, Horsg C?ﬁﬁ%’ Little_Hggsil

7 Creek, Crowley Creek, Jorggg Meadows , Zimmersmmn, s f
« Fort McDermitt (west ﬁs, Little Owyhee, William Stock, Solid :

Silver, Mullinix, Fort Scott, Hansom, Singus, Abel Creek, Andormno, ]
Buffalo, Antelope, Rebel Creek, Willow Creek, Flat Creek, Eden :
Valley and U.C. _

Meadow and riparian habitats that the URAs and future inventories :
reveal to receive very high wildlife use, or those requiring
mechanical improvement, will require protective fencing.

, Meadow species will be considered "key species” when designing i
allotment management plans. Studies will be established on meadows ‘
to determine if management objectives are being achieved.

Rationale:

. As pointed out in the Wildlife URAs, meadow and riparian habitats ,
are crucial to a varlety of wildlife species and are identified as
potential areas of critical environmental concern. These areas

_remain succulent long into the summer, provide abundant insect life,
‘provide cover for many nongame species and are usually associated
with free water. Many wildlife specles are either entirely
dependent upon these areas, or depend upon them during at least omne
critical season of the year. These habitats also receive
concentrated use by livestock and wild horses for many of the same

reasons.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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WL 1.5

Multiple Use Recommendation

Improve the condition of approximately 3,100 acres of meadow and riparian
habitat for wildlife (refer to overlays). Once sufficient improvement is
achieved, management objectives will be to maintain these areas in a
condition between "good and excellent".

Methods needed to attain the desired improvement vary, but include
livestock management, protective fences, herbicidal sprays, controlled
burng, location of salting stations awa

Wilderness 1.4 - Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness
suitability.

The recommendation is consistent with Bureau multiple use programs. The
mentioned conflicts can be mitigated by following the standard Bureau
procedures.

This grazing system is recommended for the following allotments:

Alder Creek, Pine Forest, Paiute Madows, Dyke Hot, Jackson Mountains,
Wilder=-Bilk, Kings River, Horse Creek, Little Horse Creek, Crowley Creek,
Jordan Meadows, Fort McDermitt (west), Little Owyhee, William'Stock, Solid
Silver, Mullinix, Fort Scott, Hanson, Singus, Abel Creek, Andorno, Buffalo,
Antelope, Rebel Creek, Willow Creek, Flat Creek, Eden Valley and U.C.

. ¢t
Meadow and riparian habitats that the URAs and future inventories reveal to
receive very high wildlife use, or those requiring mechanical improvement,
will require protective fencing.

Meadow species will be considered "key species" when degsigning allotment
management plans. Studies will be established on meadows to determine if
management objectives are achieved.

Use grazing design suggestion as support to Range 1.4 and 1.8.

Rationale

By using meadow species as key species in the design of grazing management
systems and establishing studies on those species management can determine
if objectives are being met and make adjustments as necessary.

Suggort

All specialists
Operations
Fire Management




'

WL 1.5 (continued)

| M FP ‘ 1‘ " DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION i

Management objectives of activity plans (AMPs, HMA, etc.) will include ?
specific objectives pertaining to improving and maintining desired riparian “
and meadow habitat.

In the development of activity plans, meadows will be considered as i
critical areas. g

' Rationale ﬁ

Meadow habitat is critical to most wildlife species. Proper action to
improving these critical habitat areas must be made. Past livestock
grazing practices resulted in unsatisfactory conditions on most meadow
habitats in the planning area.

e
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i UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT .

Activity
. 31413 fe
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recormendation ez /.¢

WL 1.6 Reduce livestock and wild horses on the Owyhee Desert, Black Rock
Range and Snowstorm Mountains to bring livestock, wild horses and full

. reasonable number forage demands in line with the -proper carrying capacity
of the range. Reduce livestock use in the interim until wild horse
reductions are accomplished. o

This recommendation will be accomplished by an interim deecision in the
Snowstorm Mountains (adéministered by the Elko District) until the Planning
effort is completed and a final decision can be issued in 1986,

Ratiocnale

The wildlife URA identifies the deteriorated conditions that exist on !
these three areas. This is a result of overuse by livestock and wild i
horses. This condition persists on the Owyhee Desert despite the fact
that cattle have not grazed the ares for three years. Wild horses would
soon expand in numbers and fill the void in the forage demand left as a
result of livestock reductions if reductions in their numbers were not .
: also accomplished. The result would be the same as Dresently exists, i
i 3 i.e., a forage demand that exceeds the carrying capacity of the range, In
Lm addition, wild horses do not respond well to grazing systems. -*
Because of the reasons above, it will be necessary to reduce wild horses, %

as well as livestock, to a number which would allow an improvement of range
condition to follow. :

Until a reduction of wild horse numbers is achieved, interim 1ivestock /

l“ reductions should be made as compensation to maintain forage demand in line [
I with the current forage supply. _ A
|

4 This recommendation is in conformance with 43 CFR 4120.2-1(a) and i
E L3 CFR 4120.3.

The alternatives considered were: . ' V

(1) Recommendation as stated, with the exception that no interim il
livestock reductions will be enforced, despite delays in ) W
accomplishing horse reductions. “

X!
'

(2) Do nothing. This is not a viable alternative and was not considered.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Unsirneitons on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Nume (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio ~
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity i
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Continued WL 1-6 . Page 2

Alternative (1) involves a temporary over-cbligation. Alternative (2)
would involve a more permanent over-obligation. In both cases, these
would involve an excessive demand on the forage resource and are in
direet confliet with 43 CFR L4120.2-1(a) and 43 CFR 4120.3.

The implementation of this recommendation will provide an opportunity
for the vegetation to recover and would reduce the degradation occurring
on meadows and around water sources. The result is an improvement in
the quality of habitat for a variety of wildlife species.

Support Needs

1. Wild Horse Specialist will be needed to draft horse gathering plansg and
Environmental Assessment Records. o :

2. BIM gathering crew will be needed to remove excess wild horses.

s

‘ Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

~ tlestoinetions on reverse)




WL 1.6

Multiple Use Recommendation

Reduce livestock and wild horses to bring livestock, wild horse/burro and
reasonable numbers of wildlife forage demands in line with the estimateg
stocking rate of the range. In the interim, until wild horse and burro
numbers can be reduced, use temporary reductions in livestock to achieve
the stocking rate.

Rationale

The Bureau is mandated by law (FLPMA and Taylor Grazing Act) to allocate
vegetative resources among livestock, wild horses and burros, wildlife and
other uses in land use plans on a sustained yield basis. (FLPMA Section
402 (a), 402 (d), and 402 (c) and 43 CFR 4110.2=2, 4110.3=2(b) and
4120.2-1(a) and others.)

The wildlife URA has documented specific damage to meadows by horses and
livestock on the Owyhee Desert, Black Rock Range and the Snowstorm
Mountains. Other sites, may exist but inventories are still required.

As interim management, livestock may require temporary reductions until
horse numbers can be reduced to carrying capacity. Those AUMs temporarily
reduced will be reissued by permit when horse reductions are accomplished.
This should be top priority in ensuring annual work plan.

Support 1

All Specialists

Wild Horse Gathering Plans
Palomino Horse Crew
Operations

Helicopter Contract

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation and rationale.

Rationale

Objectives for wild horse and burro and livestock numbers will be
established through the CRMP process and monitoring. It is premature to
recomnend livestock and wild horse and burro adjustments until monitoring
results are available.




" . i
S THIDYSTATER Priune ovi 7o
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . |  Paradise~Denio
BURLZAU OF LAND LNANAGEMENT '-:;::—.::_— —TTremerT l
| Wildlife \
MANAGEIMENT FRAMIWORK PLAN | Cheriay Reference
=E,:%NZNDA|ION—HN-;VEE~DE:W“CN lcenx WL 1 35&p3

Recommendation

WL 1.7 Improve 500 acres of mule deer habitat along Rock Creek in ¢
the Santa Rosa Range by 1985 (refer to overlay) by seeding to shrubs. ‘
" .Fencing will be required until shrubs are established.

Rationale

The Nevada Department of Wildlife has identified this area as having

a potential for expanding mule deer use during the winter. This area
burned in 1971 and has reverted to cheatgrass. Mule deer no longer use
the area due to a lack of cover. The establishment of big sagebrush and ;
rabbitbrush will provide food and cover and will expand mule deer use g
to the lower foothill regions.

Implementation of this recommendation is consistent with Manual 1603.12D1, |
1603.12D3a and 1603.12D4c.

Support Needs _ | g

1. Soil, Water and Alr Specialist will be needed to provide assistance
in determining the species to be planted and methods to be used for |
planting.

-

2. Engineering will be needed for survey and design of fences. !

3. Archeology will be needed to conduct clearances of proposed fence lines.

O

Nere, Ar -‘.‘- a-‘.zm( 2l <‘n€"-= x" nu-ded
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UNITED STATES - ' Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity ;
Wildlife i
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference ' :
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION : Step 1 Step 3

Wi, 1.7 i

Multiple Use Analysis

No complements. - :
Conflicts
The recommendation is consistant with Bureau multiple-use programs.

Multiple Use Recommendation '

Modify and accept the recommendation as follows: Improve 500 acres
of mule deer habitat along Rock Creek in the Santa Rosa Range by
establishing shrubs. Fencing'ﬁ&lbe required until shrubs are b
established. !

Reason

Some of the areas identified may be too steep to seed shrubs and may
require hand planting of young stock to accomplish the objectives.

Support

S0il, Water and Air Specialist - to provide assistance in i

determining the species to be planted. : . |
Soils Information o
Operations ;
Archeology '

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Pt v

"’lr.\'.'rlu‘.'lulr.\‘ O Fererse ) " Form 1600-21 (April 1973%)
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| WL 1.7 o
!
: DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION g
MEP 111 !
: Improve approximately 500 acres of mule deer habitat along Rock Creek in 3
the Santa Rosa Range by establishing shrubs. Fencing may be required until
shrubs are established. Note: due to the potentially controversial nature
of this project, it should be coordinated with the CRMP group.
1 ;!
b
i
!
;
| |
‘Eq
® |
B
i
il
1
;
i i
i
i
i




UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio )
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ' Activity
Wildlife :

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference . ;
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS=DECISION Step1 WL 1,3 Step 3

dla(,vrp_ / o At kil Koo
LS sl

Recommendation

WL 1.8 Limit off-road vehicle use during the lambing season (February 1 -
MFP ‘ May 31) in bighorn sheep use areas as introductions are accomplished (refer
S to.overlays).

Rationsle

Lambing is a critical season for bighorn sheep. The URAs identify the i
effects that human encrcachment and vehicles impose on sheep during this ;
period. Abandonment of young, abortion or movements to less desirable )
habitats may occur as a result of their intolerance to such stimuli. |

Implementation of this recommendation is in' conformance with 43 CFR
6010.4, 43 CFR 6292.2(c), 43 CFR 8341.1(b), 43 CFR 8341.2(a) and
43 CFR 8342.1(b). )

Support Needs

None,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tustruetions un reverse) Form 1600=-21 (April 1975)




WL 1.8

] W { | Multiple Use Recommendation

Use the recommendation as a support item to HMPs and California bighorn
sheep reintroduction. Also, this should be support to District ORV
designation in Recreation.

‘M FP |!{ DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Limit off-road vehicle use during the lambing seasons (February 1 to May
31) in bighorn sheep use areas as reintroduction are made.

ISR

;




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR , Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

MFP 1

Note: Ay

Recommendation

WL 1.9 ZInitiate fire rehabilitation measures immediately following suppression

,in all wildlife use areas. This will be accomplished by one or a combination
of the following measures:

1. Close the allotment to domestic livestock grazing until
vegetation has achieved sufficient growth and vigor to
meet wildlife demands.

2. Close pasture(s) (in allotment management plans) to livestock
grazing until vegetation has achieved sufficient growth
and vigor to meet wildlife demands.

3. Provide protective fencing.
4, Seeding.
5. DPlanting.

6. Removal of wild horses from area by round ups or protective fencing
until vegetation is established.

Rationale
—— ot

Firegs sometimes provide an opportunity to improve habitat for a variety of
wildlife species, provided that vegetation is given ample rest from livestock
grazing. This gives the vegetation an opportunity to regain its vigor and

to reproduce. This can be accomplished through closures to livestock grazing
or protective fencing. :

If remnant plants are lacking, it may be feasible to seed or plant seedlings.

Fire rehabilitation projects are very beneficial to wildlife and provide a
means of maintaining or improving the quality of wildlife habitat.

This recommendation is in conformance with Washington Office Instruction
Memorandum No. 76-552.

Support Needs

l. Engineering will provide assistance in survey and design of fences. '

tach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio f

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity ' '}

* Wildlife |

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference y |
RECOMMENDATION~ANALY §iS—-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 ¥
Continued ' _ page 2 f;

2. Range will be needed to close the allotments, pastures or areas enclosed
within protective fences to livestock grazing. - N

3. 'Soil, Water and Air will provide assistance in design of fire
rehabilitation plans, drafting Enviromnmental Assessment Records,
species and methods for planting.

L. Soils will provide information as needed when determining species I
best suited for planting on specific sites. - ir

5. Archeology will conduct cultural clearances along proposed fence lines i
and on sites to be seeded. i ﬂ

-

i

Note: Attach additi i '
: ch a _l_l_{onﬂl sheets, if needed |

i

=== |

disiucions onsoversc) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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WL 1.9

Maltiple Use Recommendation

Initiate fire rehabilitation measures immediately followng suppression in
all wildlife use areas. This will be accomplished by one or a combination
of the following measures:

1. Close the allotment to domestic livestock grazing until vegetation has
achieved sufficient growth and vigor to meet wildlife demands.

2. Close pasture(s) (in allotment management plans) to livestock grazing
until vegetation has achieed sufficient gvrowth and vigor to meet
wildlife demands.

3. Provide protective fencing.

4. Seeding .

5. Planting.

G Removal of wild horses from area by round ups or protective fencing
until vegetation is established.

Rationale

Fires sometimes provide an opportunity to improve habitat for a variety of
wildlife species, provided that vegetation is given ample rest from
livestock grazing. This gives the vegetation an opportunity to regain its
vigor and to reproduce. This can be accomplished through closures to
livestock grazing or protective fencing.

If remnant plants are lacking, it may be feasible to seed or plant .t
gseedlings. :

Fire rehabilitation projects are beneficial to wildlife and provide a means
of maintaining or improving the quality of wildlife habitat.

This recommendation is in conformance with Washington Office Instruction
Memorandum No. 76-552.

Support
1. Engineering will provide assistance in survey and design of fences.

2. Range will be needed to close the allotments, pastures or areas
enclogsed within protective fences to livestock grazing.

3. Soil, Water and Air will provide assistance in design of fire
rehabilitation plans, drafting Environmental Assessment Records,
gspecies and methods for planting.




WL 1.9 (continued)

; 4. Soils will provide information as needed when determining species best 3
4. suited for planting on specific sites. :
[ P 5. Archeology will conduct cultural clearances along proposed fencelines

and on sites to bhe seeded.

MFP ,” DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION
Reject the recommendation and rationale.

Rationale

1
|
i
The district has a standard procedure for rehabilitation after fire. This %
recommendation will be incorporated into that procedure.

-




UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)

: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denic
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activity
' | Wildlife ?
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference ]
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 fI, 1.2 Step 3 :

Recommendation

WL 1.10 Restrict firewood cutting in the planning area by 1982 to juniper i
types (refer to overlays) to encourage the production of snags in other ' @
tree species for wildlife. Clear cutting or thinning of standing timber i
in the remaining forest types will be accomplished to meet wildlife needs
as identified in the Habitat Management Plans.

Rationale

Tree stands consisting of aspen, limber pine, chokecherry, curlleaf mountain
mahogany and willow occupy a small percentage of the planning area but
receive concentrated wildlife use. They provide a crucial habitat for
many wildlife species. Many of these animals are dependent upon snags
for at least part of their life cycle. Snags provide cavities for cavity i
nesters, important feeding places for woodpeckers and thermal, roosting and @
nesting cover. Snags also contribute to the vertical stratification of ' 1
the stand which encourages wildlife diversity. '

The absence of suitable snags for cavity nesting birds is their normal
limiting factor, because of their need for nesting cavities and insects

upon which they feed. The majority of snag dependent wildlife are
insectivorous.

The encouragement of snag development will increase the number and diversity
of wildlife speciesg these vegetative types can support. Public viewing
opportunities will be increased thereby helping to satisfy projected public
demands for nonconumptive use of wildlife.

Support Needs ' | ‘

Forestry will be needed to develop a Forestry Plan and draft Environmental ;
Assessment Record for firewood cutting in the planning area. !

Nate: Attach addi_l_i_clnal sheets, if needed

tlyxtrnetions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975) :v




|
k. Support

Forestry %
cadastral !
Operations - road maintenance ﬁ
Archeology E

Restrict firewood cutting in the planning area by 1982 to juniper types
(refer to overlays) to encourage the production of snags in other treae il
species for wildlife. Clear cutting or thinning of standing timber in the l
remaining forest types will be accomplished to meet wildlife needs as '
identified in the Habitat Management Plans.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements ﬁ

Prepare the woodland products inventory in these areas by FY 1982,
Plan cadastral survey needs in FY 1983.

MFEFP [!! DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION |

Reject the recommendation.

: i
Rationale
. The area staff does not feel that there is sufficient woodlands to justify :

v firewood cutting in these areas. Access is a problem. There is not enough
wood to justify opening these areas,




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

M d DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ?
émorandum BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT IN REPLY REFER TO: :
6500/4410-11 i

(NV-026.5)

f—“
To * Distriet Manager, Winnemucca Date: July 21, 1988 %
i Area Manager, Paradise-Denio R.A. Y
| FROM  : Carl I. Corey, Wildlife Mgt. Biologist

=

! SUBJECT: Land Use Plan Maintenance - Alder Creek - Knott Creek Allotments

The land use plan decision RM 1.12 separated the Alder Creek allotment into
the Alder Creek and Knott Creek allotments, but overlooked the division of big
game reasonable number AUMs between the two allotments. After evaluation and
calculation of blg game use areas and existing numbers for 1986-87, it is
recommended that the following division of AUMs be established for the two

;;3

allotments. &
Species Alder Creek Knott Creek Total f
Mule deer 1,311 414 1,725 o
Pronghorn 247 145 392 '
Bighorn sheep 207 112 319 i
Elk 253 131 384 i
This divislon of AUMs was calculated using public acres within designated use i

3

forage for 1986-87 was used to obtain an additional percentage for both mule

i
deer and pronghorn for each allotment. A summary table displaying these i
|

' areas to obtaln a percentage in both allotments. In addition, estimated
bl calculations follows:

1986-37
Acres of AUM Forage
Allotment Species Uge A-eas x Demand Z
Alder Creek Mule deer 78,764 77 4,876 75
Pronghorn 99,654 63 368 63 }
Bighorn sheep 56,975 65 !
Elk 59,994 66 é
4
Knott Creek Mule deer 24,030 23 1,598 25 k
Pronghorn 58,011 37 219 37 V
Bighorn sheep 30,772 35
Elk 31,453 34

]
| !

OsC-1841-2




Therefore, to come up with the AUM figures for each allotment, the percentages
indicated below where used:

Mule Deer
Pronghorn
Bighorn sheep
Elk

Alder Cr. Allotment

Knott Creek Allotment

76 24
63 37
65 35
66 34

This memorandum seeks to update the Resource Area's Land Use Planning document
and will serve as such if concurred and approved below.

Prepared by: qAﬁ

95 fuly TF

Dattd 7
g%
I concur: A ..Laé[g.;f%,, S BB
E’v%ronment__7_ rdlnator Date”
, 8-8-88
ijradise—benio Areg™Manager Date -
Approved: ’£?7 f:";?Tigﬁl

Districﬁﬁgﬁﬂﬁger, thagﬁﬁ cca

Date



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

' Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN o Overlay Ref?r ce )
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step IWL 1= 2 Step 3

Recommendation

WL 1.11 Protect the following crucial wildlife use areas:

MFP 1,

l, Wildlife concentration areas,

2. Raptor nesting areas.
3. Sage grouse stfutting, nesting and brooding areas.
Lk, Waters.

Protective measures may include:

1. Establishment of seasons of grazing use.
2., Protective fencing.

3. Livestock grazing systems.

4. Retention in public ownérship.

5. Vegetative manipulation.

-

6. Burning.

T. Establishment of informative signs.
Refer to overlays.
Rationale
Wildlife depend upon these crucial areas during the critical seasons of
the year. Many of these areas have been lost or degraded because of human
encroachment, economics and overgrazing. If viable wildlife populations

are to be maintained, protection of these areas is essential.

Implementation of this recommendation will ensure a viable wildlife population
and will contribute to the abundance and diversity of the wildlife resource.

This will provide increased opportunities for consumptive and nonconsumptive usesy
to meet projected public demands. '

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Farm 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS=DECISION Step 1 WI, 1.2 Step 3
Continued W<. 1.1/ ' page 2

Support Needs

A

Engineering will be needed to survey and design fences and fence lines.
Fire will provide assistance on burning projects.

Range will be needed fto design grazing systems and establish seasons
of use, '

Recreation will provide assistance in design of informative signs,
Lands will be needed to assure reténtion-of land in public ownership.

Soil, Water and Air will provide assistance on vegetative manipulation
projects. :

Archeology will conduct cultural clearances on proposed project sites.
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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WILDLIFE |/, [/

Multiple Use Recommendation

Accept the recommendation as support to WL 1.1 ACECs.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

All activity plans, permits, leases, reviews of mining notices, and plans
of operations will take measures to protect:

1. Wildlife concentration areas
2. Raptor nesting areas
3. Sage grouse strutting, nesting, and brooding areas

4. Important wildlife waters

Note: The Winnemucca District gtaff will identify these areas to the CRMP
group-

Rationale

Wildlife depend upon these crucial areas during the critical seasons of the
year. Many of these areas have been lost or degraded because of human
encroachment, economics, and overgrazing. If viable wildlife populatlons
are to be maintained, protection of these areas is essential. '

Implementation of this recommendation will ensure a viable wildlife
population and will contribute to the abundance and diversity of the
wildlife resource. This will provide increased opportunities for
consumptive and nonconsumptive uses to meet projected public demands.

)
L
.
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U ol sTATES aome wEE
REPAKTYENT OF THE INTERIOR | paradise-Denio _
HUPTAU OF LAND MAN&GEMENT Daerae o
P Wildlife
MANAGENENT FRAME »TRK PLAN | Coaelay Refetesce
R CUMENDATION - AL ALY SIE-DICISION | ciep 1 WL 1.2 Siep 2
Recommendation "

WL 1.12 Preserve 6,150 acres of curlleaf mountain mahogany and limber
_ and whitebark pines through an active fire suppression program. Refer
MFP | to overlays.

~
Rationale ' )

Mountain mahogany, limber and whitebark pine provide unique wildlife habitat,
but their distribution is limited. These tree species provide important
cover and forage for a variety of wildlife species.

The loss of these tree species results in a loss of important wildlife :
habitat, which wildlife cannot substitute with adjacent vegetative types. _ﬁ
Important diversity is also lost which in effect creates a loss in the i
abundance and diversity of wildlife. '

Because of the significance of this resource no other -alternative was
considered. :

Support Needs

1. Fire support will be needed to organize sufficient initial attack
forces to control fires early during the first burning perlodgto
minimize damage to these forestry types.




WL 1.12

Multiple Use Recommendation

Preserve 6,150 acres of curlleaf mountain mahogany and limber and whitebark
pines through an active fire suppression program. Refer to overlays.

Rationale

Mountain mahogany, limber and whitebark pine provide unique wildlife
habitat, but their distribution is limited. These tree speciesg provide
important cover and forage for a variety of wildlife species.

The loss of these tree species results in a loss of important wildlife
habitat, which wildlife cannot substitute with adjacent vegetative types.
Important diversity is also lost which in effect creates a loss in the
abundance and diversity of wildlife.

Because of the significance of this resource no other alternative was
considered.

SuEEort

Fire support will be needed to organize sufficient initial attach forces to
control fires early during the first burning period to minimize damage to
those forestry types.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Preserve the existing 6,150 acres of curlleaf mountain mahogany and 2,000
acres of limber and whitebark pine through an active fire suppression
program and by prohibiting the harvesting of these species for wood
products.

O
-




O UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR P
aradise-~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity T
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 WL 1l.lstep3

Recommendation WL 1.13

. Develop and implement Habitat Management Plans om the Black Rock
MFD i‘ (WHA-T-6), Santa Rosa (WHA-T-12) and Kelly Creek (WHA-T-17) wildlife
habitat areas. Revise existing Habitat Management Plans which do
not conform to current manual standards and specifications. These
include the Pine Forest (WHA-T-2), Little Owyhee (WHA-T-4) and
Disaster Peak (WHA~T~3) wildlife habitat areas. Refer to overlays.

Order of priority for completion is:

l. Pine Forest
2. Little Owyhee
3. Santa Rosa

4, Disaster Peak
5. Kelly Creek
6. Black Rock

Cbmpletion will be coordinated to coincide or precede Allotment
Management Plan development.

Rationale

The habitat management plan (HMP) outlines goals for maintaining or
improving the quantity and quality of wildlife habitat. It prévides
guidance to be considered when developing other activity plans.

Sound recommendations cannot be made regarding the management
practices or projects in areas not covered by an HMP. This is also
true on areas covered by HMPs which do not meet current Manual
standards and do not include current inventory data.

HMP development and revisions are necessary to adequately coordinate
wildlife habitat management needs with allotment management plans
and other activity plans.

HMP development and revisions are necessary to adequately coordinate
wildlife habitat management needs with allotment management plans
and other activity plans.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husiructions on rererse)

" Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) - !
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR _ Paradise-Denio ;
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity - 1

wWildlife !
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference _
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYS|S~DECISION Stepl WL 1l.l1Step3 %

WL 1.13 (continued)

Until IMPs are developed, interim management will involve the
reservation of forage for reasonable numbers (Recommendation WL ;
1.2), protection of deteriorating habitat through fencing on an |
emergency basis and the establishment and reading of wildlife é
studies. i

Support Needs i

1. Fire will provide assistance when burning is the alternative
selected for habitat improvement. t

2. Engineering will be required for survey and design of fences and f
other structural improvements. 1

3. Archeology will be needed for clearances along proposed fence -
routes and at proposed locations for mechanical or structural j
improvements. ' i

P

No_l'e: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Ttlustructions on reverse) ' Farm 1600--21 (April 1075)
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WL 1.13

Multiple Use Recommendation

Develop and implement Habitat Management Plans on the Black Rock (WHA-T-6),
Santa Rosa (WHA-T=-12) and Kelly Creek (WHA~T-17) wildlife habitat areas.
Revise existing Habitat Management Plans which do not conform to current
manual standards and gpecifications. These include the Pine Forest
(WHA~T=2), Little Owyhee (WHA~T-4) and Disaster Peak (WHA-T-3) wildlife
habitat areas. Refer to overlays.

Order of priority for completion is:

1. Pine Forest
2. Little Owyhee
3. Santa Rosa

4. Disaster Peak
5. Kelly Creek
B Black Rock

Completion will be coordinated to coincide or precede Allotment Management
Plan development.

Rationale

The Habitat Management Plan (HMP) outlines goals for maintaining or
improving the quantity and quality of wildlife habitat. It provides
guidance to be congidered when developing other activity plans.

Sound recommendations cannot be made regarding the management practices or
projects in areas not covered by an HMP. This is also true on areas
covered by HMPs which do not meet current Manual standards and do not
include current inventory data.

]
L
-

HMP development and revisions are necessary to adequately coordinate
wildlife habitat management needs with allotment management plans and other
activity plans.

HMP development and revisions are necessary to adequately coordinate
wildlife habitat management needs with allotment management plans and other
activity plans.

Until HMPs are developed, interim management will involve reservation of
forage for reasonable numbers (Recommendation WL 1.2), protection oif
deteriorating habitat through fencing on a emergency basis and the
egtablishment and reading of wildlife studies.




. WL 1.13

: . Support :
!

P Fire will provide assistance when burning is the alternative selected for {
- habitat improvement. :

Engineering will be required for survey and design of fences and other
structural improvements.

{ Archeology will be needed for clearances along proposed fence routes and at
| proposed locatlons for mechanical or structural improvements.

Limit off-road vehicle use during the lambing season (February 1 - May 31)
in bighorn sheep use areas as introductions are accomplished (refer to
overlays).

Establish and fence water catchment units to provide free water for a
variety of wildlife species. The specific locations and gpecies in need of
water catchment units are:

¥
Wildlife Number of @
Location Species Affected Guzzlers Needed i
Winnemucca Mountain Mule deer 2 %
Non-game mammals and birds 2
| . Chukar partridge -1

i. McGee Mountain Mule deer

] Pronghorn antelope
\ Non-game mammals and birds
Chukar partridge

[ & QR X, |

Fence Button Lake (refer to overlays) to three-wire antelope fence e !
standards to exclude wild horses and livestock use by 1985. t
Provide alternative roosting poles for golden eagles and other raptors

along 16 miles of State Route 140 between the Bilk Creek Mountains and the
northernmost portion of the Black Rock Range Desert by 1984 (refer to

overlay). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has documented a high i
incident of raptor and raven mortality through electrocution on the ki
powerline that follows this route. Future powerlines constructed on puble i
land in the planning area will meet Bureau of Land Management raptor proof
standards. Inspections will be made to verify conformance with these
specifications.

Additional hazards on other powerlines will be mitigated as they are
identified through future inventories.




W 1.13 (continued)

Provide accessible water at the source for all game and nongame species.
Install reamps in all troughs to reduce hazards of drowning for small
mammals and birds.

Fence Lyles Spring in the Montana Mountains and one unnamed spring in the
Slumbering Hills from livestock by 1984. The areas involved include
approximately 6 acres.

Multiple Use Analysis

The recommendation is consistent with Bureau policy.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation.

Rationale

The development of HMPg ig a standard Bureau policy. An MFP decision is
not recuired to develop or revise HMPs. New priorities have been
established through the selective management criteria and the CRMP process.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) 't

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio 3
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity ¥
Wildlife :

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN : Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 i

. I
Recommendation . . 1

MFEP WL 1.14 Establish and fence water catchment units to provide free water for
a variety of wildlife species. The specific locations and species in need

of water catchment units are: y

Wildlife Number of
Location Species Affected Guzzlers Needed
i
Winnemucca Mountain Mule Deer ‘ 2 i
Non-geme mammals and birds 2 ?%
1 'N

Chukar partridge

McGee Mountain Mule Deer
Pronghorn Antelope
Non-game mammal s and birds
Chukar partridge '

N HEHP

il

Rationale

The water catchment unit will provide a relatively reliable year-round

gource of water for wildlife in areas where free water is presently deficient. ,
The establishment of these units has the potential for expanding the i
range presently used by wildlife. Quite possibly additional waters, {or i

better distribution) will enable wildlife to make better use of the :
available range. Depending upon the design, these devices can be constructed ﬁ
to provide water to any species of wildlife dependent upon free water for H

survival.

A fence will be constructed around the devices to prevent damage by cattle !
and wild horses to the units, _ i

The exact location of each site will be determined in cooperation with the
Nevada Department of Wildlife during project design, j

Support Needs

1. Engineering will be needed to design water catéhment units to provide &
sufficient water for the species being benefitted. '

2. Archeology will conduct cultural clearances on proposed project sites. i

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed




WL 1.14 i

! .‘P [ | Multiple Use Recommendation

Establigh and fence water catchment units to provide free water for a '
: variety of wildlife species. The specific locations and species in need of
j water catchment units are:

wildlife Number of ,;
: Location Species Affected Guzzlers Needed i
i
i
Winnemucca Mountain Mule deer 2 E
Non—-game mammals and birds 2 |

Chukar partridge 1

, McGee Mountain Mule deer 2
5 Pronghorn antelope 1 *
' Non-game mammals and birds 1 i
Chukar partridge 2 %

Rationale

Available water on reliable year-round basis is essential for providing for
wildlife habitat needs.

| SuEEort

{*. Operations _ *
H

Archeological Clearance

District training to familiarize wildlife biologists and range
conservationists with standard procedures for water development to aid in
their project planning. Items to be considered are: i

E a. leaving water at its source,

! b. subirrigating meadows from head box design or collector system
(orangebergqg),

Ce fencing water sources and headboxes, §

d. multiple use in design (Greeley gravel pit and frog pond). ;

hnr-P 111 DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Accept the recommendation and rationale.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . . Activity
: : wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION : Step 1WL 1.3 Step3

Recommendation

WL 1.15 Pursue a land exchange for approximately 3,642 acres known as the
"Quinn River Lakes" on the McDermitt Indian Reservation. This area
consists of approximately 14 miles of the Quinn River and contains a

good potential for the development of waterfowl habitat. Refer to

overlays.

Rationale

Waterfowl are known to use the water and adjacent wetlands in this area}
particularly in the spring. Many of the birds observed are transient;
however, some production on these wetland areas has been recorded.

This area belongs to the Fort McDermitt Indian Reservation and is in

a less desirable condition to satisfy the needs of waterfowl. Since

it is detached from the main Reservation, it may be advantageous to the
Reservation to accept such an exchange. If the Bureau of Land
Management was given mansgement authority over these wetlands, proper
menagement considerations for waterfowl habitat would be given to

these areas.

The enhancement of this waterfowl habitat would increase the number

of waterfowl production areas on public land and in the planning ared,

and the number of waterfowl produced, thereby providing an increased
opportunity for consumptive and nonconsumptive uses to help meet projected

public demands.

Support Needs

1. Cadastral will be needed to survey private and public laﬁd proposed

for exchange.
2. Archeology will provide cultural clearances on public land proposed

for exchange.

Note: Attach additional sheets, il needed.

clrsirnciions un reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity ;
u - ' wildlife :
|- MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN . Overlay Reference i
k RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS=DECISION Step 1 Step 3 \
] wl, 1.15 i
i . if
Multiple Use Analysis L g

No conflicts or complements.

{1 Multiple Use Recommendations

3 Accept the recommendation and expand it to include purchase as a
means of acquisition: Enter into negotiations with the McDermitt

MEP I Indian Reservation to acquire through exchange or purchase,
approximately 3,642 acres known as the "Quinn River Lakes"” which are
playas and wet lands along the Quinn River in the southern portion
of Kings River Valley.

EFEe

Reason

T

The enhancement of this waterfowl habitat would increase the number
of waterfowl production areas on the public lands in the planning
area and provide an increased opportunity for consumptive and
nonconsumptive uses.

P T

SuEBort'

Cadastral Survey
Lands
Archeology

P

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

“dote: Attach additional sheets, if needed

'e Hustrucitons on reprerse )
i _ " Form 1600-21 (April 1973}
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WL 1.15

=P ||| DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION '}

As sites are identified and/or need or opportunity arises-—-acquire by !
exchange or other means approximately 3,642 acres known as the Quinn River @
Lakes on the McDermitt Indian Reservation. This area consists of 3
approximately 14 miles of the Quinn River in the southern portion of the p
Kings River Valley. %

Rationale 1

Same as MFPp II.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity '
: wildlife .
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN . : Overlay Relerence
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1WL 1.3 Step 3 .
Recommendation : f
WL 1.16 Fence Button Lake (refer to overlays) to three-wire antelope - i
fence standards to exclude wild horses and livestock use by 1985. y
e _

Rationale ' ' .

Button Lake is a crucial area for antelope and has been identified as a
potential area of critical envirormental concern. Antelope depend upon
free water on the lake on a yearlong basis when available and make
concentrated use of the forbs on the lake bed. Wild horses also
concentrate on this lake, and the overuse is demonstrated by its
deteriorated condition. The importance of this lake and the existing
conflicts are further outlined in the URAs.

e

Fencing this lake from wild horse use will protect the forbs on the lake +
bed from overgrazing and punching and provide a good quality forb use :
area for antelope. N .

A three-wire antelope fence will be constructed in conformance with
Manual 1737. '

[,

Support Needs

1. Engineering will be needed for survey and design of fence projééts.

2. Archeology will provide cultural clearances of fence lines.

Note: Attach nddit_igrlnl sheets, if needed
tlnsirucions un reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




WILDLIFE J./6 ]

Multiple Use Recommendation

Accept the recommendation as support to WL 1.1 ACECs and Wl 1.13.

Support

Operations - Fence Button Lake
~ Provide water outside the fenced area for wild horses.

Archeology

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

MFP

. i
. gr

k

:

Accept the recommendation and rationale.

Note: The CRMP has recommended deferring this fencing until monitoring
confirms need.

L ——

-
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise~Deno
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activiry
-  Wildlife -
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN : Overlay Refereace
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYS!S-DECISION Siep 1 Step 3

Recommendation

erial sites and ORV areas, oY
d if such actions adversely

MFEP {J WL 1.17 Exclusive uses, such as mat
disposal actions will not be authorize

affect wildlife.

“Rationale

Wildlife inhabit almost all habitat types in the planning area.
Public land which contains important and/or crucial wildlife habitat
should be retained (since these areas will serve a higher

value in federal ownership) and managed for the benefit of

wildlife.

Retention of public lands which support high wildlife use is
consistent with the Classification and Multiple Use Act of
September 19, 1964; 43 USC 1411-18; 43 CFR 2410 and 2411;
Notice of Classification of the Public Lands for Multiple Use
Management, June 5, 1967, and the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-579, Title II).

Support Needs

-

None.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if necded




MFP 1

-~

-

WL 1.17

Multiple Use Recommendation

Exclusive uses, such as material sites, ORV areas, or disposal actions
involving any crucial wildlife use areas will not be authorized if
conflicts of such action cannot be mitigated.

Rationale

Crucial wildlife use areas are proposed as areas of critical environmental
concern. These areas are essential for the continuation of a healthy and
diverse wildlife population. Any impacts that cannot be mitigated will
affect the well being of wildljife.

SuEEort

All Specialists
Operations

Multiple Use Analysis

The recommendation as written conflicts with most MFP I recommendations by
following standard Bureau procedures most conflicts can be mitigated,

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

'Accept the Area Manager's recommendation and rationale with the following
addition: Exceptions may be made on a case-by-case basis when the need for
the exclusive use overrides the critical wildlife need.

T
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MINLGERMRENT FRAMEWORK PLAN | Ovest ay Reierence
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Recommendation

WL 1.18 Prohibit use of poisons on ground sqirrels in areas where a
high dependence on these prey species by raptors has been documented.
One such area has been documented to date along the west side of the
Santa Rosa Range (refer to overlay ). This area is bounded by the U.S.
Forest Service on the east, State Route 95 on the west, Chimney Creek
on the south, and Willow Creek on the north.

No doubt other areas exist. The same recommendation will apply to these
as they are documented through future inventories.

Rationale

Poisoning is a nonspecific form of rodent control. Depending on the
methods of application, the potential for primary poisoning of small birds
and nontarget rodents and secondary poisoning of raptors and mammalian
predators exists. To minimize the adverse effects of rodent control,
other methods should be applied, i.e., chemical sterilants, trapping,
habitat modifications and harvesting.

The area identified in the recommendation receives considerable use by
raptors, including golden eagles, marsh hawks, red-tailed hawks and
burrowing owls. Swainson's and rough-legged hawks also use the area on
occasion. The adjacent area to the east (on the Humboldt National Forest)
has been identified as important nesting habitat for the golden eagle,

which is a protected species covered by Federal and state laws and regulations.
Mammalian predatory species have also been documented in the area.

Should poisoning be authorized, the potential exists for a significant
decline in raptor and possible predatory mammal populations. This is
especially true of poisons which exhibit secondary kill (such as strychnine)
are used.

This recommendation will reduce the potential adverse impacts to raptor,
predatory mammal and small bird species, thus ensuring an abundance
of these species in the area.

Support Needs

None.

Nere. -‘-\ '.'n." ad..m( '\n' $he -e1s, 1.. m‘eded

FEELAETIL LETLTRS T L TN Tl ae TR TS T Gt



—

E
-

WL 1.18

Multiple Use Recommendation

Generxally, restrict the use of poisons, with secondary killing effects, on
the public lands. 1In specific areas where the target species is critical @
prey for raptors, use only buffer strip treatment on public lands adjoining

the effected private lands with substances approved by Environmental !
Protection Agency and the Pesticide Review Committee. This shall apply for

both pest control and animal control on public lands.

Rationale

Any substance which remains active in a target species presents serious
problems to those species which prey on the target species. The concern in
the Resource Area is for raptors, most notably the Golden Eagle, which is a
protected species covered by both Federal and State laws.

i
Support i

i
Nevada Department of Wildife
Nevada Department of Agriculture

District Wildlife and Watershed Specialist
Animal Plant Health and Inspection Service PT&Q USDA

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION %

Accept the Area Manager's recommendation and rationale.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
'BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1WL 143 Step 3
Recommendation

MFP {wL 1.19 Modify existing fences which restrict or alter wildlife movements
to allow passage., Modification may include removal of wires or alteration
of their placement, installation of passage devices, construction of ramps
or other structures to facilitate wildlife passage, All fence comstruction
or reconstruction within wildlife use areas shall meet the three-wire
antelope specifications as outlinde in BLM Manual 1737 and BLM Technical
Supplement 6601-1 £g£ antelope and deer. i ‘the reintroductionsof

bighorn sheef; %énc¢es within their potential habitat will be modified to
standards as outlined in the URAs (Bighorn Sheep).

Fences in conflict with wildlife are shown on the overlays and listed below:

~ Fence Number Miles Affected Species Affected
755 2 Deer
4640 9 Deer
793 2,5 . Deer
4161 2,75 Deer
4292 5 Deer._
4461 6 Antelop
4464 1 Bighorn sheep
4468 2 Bighorn sheep
437 2 Bighorn sheep’
4121 oS . Bighorn sheep \
4720 13.5 Bighorn sheep
737 2,25 Bighorn sheep
1017 1.5 Bighnon sheep
4559 - Bighorn sheep
530 2,25 Bighorn sheep \
528 .25 Bighorn sheep | 5§~§
281 1,25 Bighorn sheep | 3§ A
755 6 Bighorn sheep | ~§f
. 7730 3.5 Bighorn sheep ;
815 2 Bighorn sheep |
816 2 Bighorn sheep |
817 2 Bighorn sheep |
4612 5 Bighorn sheep /
4634 2 Bighorn sheep
4038 2.5 Bighorn sheep A
1184 2 Bighorn sheep./
7 % . R A
345 - N/ ‘

Continued : R

K\hé:LV(L,L P %*%ot.uif%k‘ ;

—

Nate: Al!_agh wdditional sheets, if needed

s srucotone un reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio !
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity " 9
Wildlife §
MAMAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 WE Lle3sgiop3

Continued
Rationale

Fences are major obstacles to wildlife when their mobility is restricted.
This is most paramount for traditional antelope or mule deer herds moving
from summer to winter ranges, Where fence restrictions occur, significant
changes in herd distribution, death to individual animals, or loss of
habitat can occur,

The URAs point out that fences are a major obstacle in areas where bighorn
sheep occur. Since reintroductions are identified for the planning area 3
it will be necessary to make the proper modifications prior to the transplanting. b
Since more information is needed regarding wire spacing on existing fences, f
an inventory of all fences within wildlife seasonal use areas 1s necessary, ¥
Reconstruction of existing fences and construction of all new fences
to facilitate big game movement provides an excellent means to mitigate r
adverse impacts caused by man to wildlife,

‘Supbort Needs

None - ' ) f

-

Nate: Attach additional sheets, if needed - :
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WL 1.19

Multiple Use Recommendation i

Modify existing fences which restrict or alter wildlife movements to allow -
passage. Modification may include removal of wires or alteration of their
placement, installation of passage devices, construction ramps, or other
structures to facilitate wildlife passage. All fence construction or
reconstruction within wildlife use areas shall meet the three-wire antelope
specifications as outlined in BLM Manual 1737 and BLM Technical Supplement
6601-1 for antelope and deer. As the reintroductions of bighorn sheep are
made, fences within their potential habitat will be modified to standards
as outlined in the URAs (Bighoxrn Sheep).

Fences in conflict with wildlife are shown on the overlays and listed
below:

Fence Number Miles Affected Species Affected

755 2 Deer
4640 9 Deer

793 2.5 Deer (
4161 2.75 Deer ,
4292 5 Deer i
4461 6 Antelope i
4464 1 Bighorn sheep g
4468 2 Bighorn sheep E
437 2 Bighorn sheep :
4121 5 Bighorn sheep :
4720 13.5 Bighorn sheep : i
737 2.25 Bighorn sheep !
1017 1.5 Bighorn sheep \
4559 «5 Bighorn sheep . %
530 2.25 Bighorn sheep . )
528 «25 Bighorn sheep

281 1.25 Bighorn sheep

755 6 Bighorn sheep

730 3.5 Bighorn sheep F
815 2 Bighorn sheep i

816 2 Bighorn sheep %
817 2 Bighoxn sgheep i
4612 5 Bighorn sheep i
4634 2 Bighorn sheep r
4038 2.5 Bighorn sheep ‘
1184 2 Bighorn sheep ¢

937 «5 Deer and antelope

936




MFP

1

WL 1.19 (continued)

Rationale

It is Bureau policy to use fence designs that consider the requirements of
big game wildlife species so as not to interfere with their passage and
migration.

SuEEort

Range & Wildlife Specialists
Operations

Multiple Use Analysis

Conflict

Wilderness 1.4 - Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness
suitability.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Accept the recommendation and rationale.
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| Wildlife N
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Recommendation

WL 1.20 Restrict new road or trail comstruction on potential California
MEP | bighorn sheep range to minimize access (refer to overlays). The
s potential sheep ranges are as follows:

Mountain Range . Planning Unit

Bilk Creek Range Denio %
Black Rock Range Denio _ i
Double H. Mountains Paradise ' |
Jackson Mountains Denio ;
Kelly Creek Paradise

Montana Mountains . Denio

Pine Forest (N) Denio .
Pine Forest (S) Denio )
Santa Rosa Range (5 areas) Paradise i
Upper Kings River . Denio '
Rationale

The URAs identify the effects that human encroachment and vehicles im- _
pose on sheep. Some populations of sheep have been known to abandon an _H
area after only incidental encounters with vehicles and people. .Man's i

N

: _ activities are the greatest limiting factor to bighorn sheep. .

Access is relatively restricted at present in the areas identified for
reintroduetion, but the potential for the construction of new roads is
present, especially as a result of renewed mining and mineral exploration
activities. This is especially prevalemt in the Montana Mountains

where active mineral development is occurring.

Construction of new roads will bring more vehicles and people into these
areas throughout the year. It may even create increased opportunities
for poaching and may reduce the chances of establishing bighorn sheep

in the area.

Because of the negative impacts the alternatives would have on future
sheep populations, none were considered.

This recommendation is consistent with 43 CFR 6010.4(c) and (d).

Support Needs

None,

ore Al tact mdtiing ml “ue‘s .f needed
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. UNITED STATES Name (UFP)
i DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise—~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activi ;
. ctivity i
] wildlife (
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference - ‘:‘
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS=-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

wi. 1.20

Multiple Use Analysis ;

Complement

Wilderness 1.4 Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness
suitability.

Conflict

Minerals 1.1 Do not make any land use decisions which would
interfere with mineral development.

Multiple Use Recommendation

Accept the recommendation.

. Reason _ . \
-t One of the reasons in selecting the mentioned sites for sheep ' : 3

reintroduction was the fact that these mountain ranges have areas

which are free from roads. Roads are a severe encroachment to i
bighorn sheep habitat. Every effort should be made, especially when

working with mining plans of operation, to preserve the

characteristics of the selected sites. ot ;

Support

ORV designation - restricted and closed
All Specialists .
Multi resource team EAR for any action requiring roads in these

areas.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

'3
=

Neote: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hnseruoiions on revoersel

" Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




WL 1.20

| DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Mountain Range

Bilk Creek Range

Black Rock Range

Double H Mountains
Jackson Mountainsg

Kelly Creek

Montana Mountains

Pine Forest (N)

Pine Forest (S)

Santa Rosa Range (5 areas)
Upper Kings River

Limit new trail or road construction on potential bighorn sheep range to
minimize access. Potential bighorn sheep ranges include the following:

Planning Unit

Denio
Denio
Paradise
Denio
Paradise
Denio
Denio
Denio
Paradise
Denio

Existing roads or trails may be closed or use limited if it is determined
that they interfere with the normal life processes of the bighorn sheep.

Rationale

Same as MFP I and II.

-
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UNITED STATES Name ‘MFP: .
DEPARTVENT OF Ti E INTERIOR Paradise-Denio )
EUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT _R:;;i_t:h——n- T T

| wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ’ O\e-la\ Reference :
=ECo! "'"l‘\.aATnCh ANALYSIS- DECISIOV Step 1 Step 3 :

Recommendation

WL 1.21 Maintain and improve habitat for sensitive, protected, threatened
" and endangered species listed on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
- Endangered and Threatened List, BLM - Nevada Department of Wildlife
Sensitive Species List and those protected by existing Federal and State
laws and regulations. Those presently listed are indicated below:

Endangered Threatened Sensitive Protected

American Peregrine None Spotted RBat ' All raptors

Falcon '
California

Bald Eagle bighorn sheep

Rationale i

This recommendation does not list specific areas because of a lack of
sufficient data. Inventories are needed- to identify habitats occupied i
by these species and other species which may qualify for inclusion ;
in one of the lists mentioned above. t

The American peregrine falcon, bald eagle and spotted bat are suspected

of occurring in the planning area, but no recent, reliable sitlngs
have been reported.

California bighorn sheep are not present in the planning area, but
fourteen (14) potential areas for reintroduction have been identified.

All raptor use areas have not been identified. Known habitats are
documented in the URAs.

It is Bureau policy to provide special management attention to wildlife
which fall under the categories listed above (Manual 6840). The animals
were placed on these lists because of adverse impacts to their populations
and habitat, and in some instances, their potential for extinctiom.

These animals and their habitats require special management attention

with the objective to maintain and increase their population levels

through habitat protection and improvements. Failure to do so will assure
that populations will remain at existing levels or be reduced.

Maintenance and improvement of their habitats will enhance these species,
Where conflicts occur between the perpetuation of these animals and
other uses, the needs of these species must receive spacial attention.

continued
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denig
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT T

Activity

: Wildlife o
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN '

Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~-DECISION
ontiinue

Step 1 Step 3

Programs for the enhancement and protection of their habitat must be
coordinated with the Nevada Department of Wildlife and the U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service (Public Law 95-632, 16 USC 1531 Sec. 7(a) and Manual
6840) .

Support Needs
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WL 1.21

Multiple Use Recommendation

Maintain and improve habitat for sensitive, protected, threatened and
endangered species listed on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Endangered and
Threatened List, BLM - Nevada Department of Wildlife Sensitive Species List
and those protected by existing Federal and state laws and requlations. Those
presently listed are indicated below:

Endangered Threatened Sengitive Protected
American Peregrine None Spotted Bat All raptors
Falcon
California
Bald Eagle Bighorn sheep
Rationale

This recommendation does not list gpecific areas becaue of a lack of
sufficient data. Inventories are needed to identify habitats occupied by

these species and other species which may quality for inclusion in one of the
lists mentioned above.

The American peregrine falcon, bald eagle and spotted bat are suspected of
occurring in the planning area, but no recent, reliable sitings have been
reported.

California bighorn sheep are not present in the planning area, but fourteen
(14) potential areas for reintroduction have been identified.

All raptor use areas have not been identified. KXnown habitats are documented
in the URAs.

.t
It is Bureau policy to provide special management attention to wildlife which
fall under the categories listed above (Manual 6840). The animals were placed
on these lists because of adverse impacts to their pPopulations and habitat,
and in some instances, their potential for extinction. These animals and
their habitats require special management attention with the objective to
maintain and increase their population levels through habitat protection and
improvements. Failure to do so will assure that populations will remain at
existng levels or be reduced.

Maintenance and improvement of their habitats will enhance these specles.
Where conflicts occur between the perpetuation of these animals and other
uses, the needs of these species must receive special attention.

Programs for the enhancement and protection of their habitat must be
coordinated with the Nevada Department of Wildlife and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Public Law 985-632, 16 USC 1531 Sec. 7(a) and Manual 6840),.




il

WL 1.21

r. District Manager's Decision

‘ Maintain and improve habitat for sensitive, protected, threatened and

! endangered species listed on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Endangered
and Threatemed List, BLM = Nevada Department of Wildlife Sensitive Species
List and those protected by existing Federal and state laws and
regulations. Those presently listed are indicated below:

Endangered Threatened Sensitive Protected
; American Peregrine Lahontan Spotted Bat All raptors
‘ Falcon Cutthroat
| Trout California
I Bald Eagle Bighorn sheep
i Rationale @

This recommendation does not list specific areas because of a lack of
sufficient data. Inventories are needed to identify habitats occupied by

these species and other species which may quality for inclusion in one of
the lists mentioned above.

e

The American peregrine falcon, bald eagle and spotted bat are suspected of

occurring in the planning area, but no recent, reliable sitings have been
reported. :

1. California bighorn sheep are not present in the planning area, but fourteen
: (14) potential areas for reintroduction have been identified.

All raptor use areas have not been identified. Known habitats are

documented in the URAs. e I

It 1s Bureau policy to provide special management attention to wildlife
which fall under the categories listed above (Manual 6840). The animals
were placed on these lists because of adverse impacts to their populations i
and habitat, and in some instances, their potential for extinction. These ‘
animals and their habitats require special management attention with the i
objective to maintain and increase their population levels through habitat ﬂ
protection and improvements. Failure to do so will assure that populations i
will remain at existng levels or be reduced.

Maintenance and improvement of their habitats will enhance these species. f
Where conflicts ocecur between the perpetuation of these animals and other ﬁ
uses, the needs of these species must receive special attentionm. ﬁ

Programs for the enhancement and protection of their habitat must be ﬁ
| coordinated with the Nevada Department of Wildlife and the U.S. Fish and H
Wildlife Service (Public Law 985-632, 16 USC 1531 Sec. 7(a) and Manual i
6840). i




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT [Activity
. Wildlife -
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION ) Stepl1 WI, 1,3 Step 3

Recommendation

. {
WL 1.22 Provide alternative roosting poles for golden eagles and other - ﬁ
. ygraptors along 16 miles of State Route 140 between the Bilk Creek ./ @5 o f l
'“AFE, Mﬂountains and the northermmost portion of the Black Rock Ramge by 1984 '
(refer to overlay). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has documented
a high incidence of raptor and raven mortality through electrocution on
the poweline that follows this route. Future powerlines constructed
on public land in the planning area will meet Bureau of Land. Management it
raptor proof standards. Inspections will be made to verify conformance 1
with these specifications. : i

Additional hazards on other powerlines will be mitigated as they are
identified through future inventories.

Rationale . . ‘

The golden eagle is a federally protected bird due primarily to its }
sensitivity to man-caused changing environments. Raptors (including the ﬁ
* golden eagle) and ravens are attracted to power line poles for y
roosting and nesting. This is most pPrevalent in areas where other i
roosts are lacking. Golden eagles, other raptors and ravens are

abundant in this area and make high use of these poles.

A number of eagles and other large birds have been found at the ‘bgse of
poles along this powerline. Death has been attributed to electrocution. j
This is caused when eagles make contact with a hot and ground wire i
"simultaneously.

Mitigation of the cause of this mortality on existing powerlines !
is most feasible by this recommendation. ;
[+
!

An alternative is to modify the wire spacing on each pole by moving the
ground wire; however this is very costly, and it is very difficult to
encourage such modifications once construction is completed. Another
alternative is to attach roosting and/or nesting platforms on each pole.
The power company involved is apprehensive to this alternative. It has
cooperated in the installation of such platforms on the specific poles
that have caused deaths on a case-by-case basis, but is reluctant to
install them on all poles because of the expense involved.

Future powerline construction on public lands must meet Bureau of Land
Management standards to avert this hazard. To assure that these specif-
ications are met, compliance inspections must be made following censtruction.

Continued
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tHrsiresions on reperse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Nenia
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference )
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Stepl1 WL 1,3 Step 3

This recommen‘dation is in conformance with Manual 6840 and 6840.21.

Support Needs

1. Archeology will be needed to conduct cultural clearances on proposed
roosting pole sites.

2. Compliance inspector will be needed to assure that all stipulations
are met.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husirictions an rererse) Form 1600--21 (April 1975)
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WL 1.22

Multiple Use Recommendation

Provide alternative roosting poles for golden eagles and other raptors
along 16 miles of State Route 140 between the Bilk Creek Mountains and the
northernmost portion of the Black Rock Desert by 1984 (refer to overlay).
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has documented a high ine¢idence of
raptor and raven mortality through electrocution on the powerline that
follows this route. Future powerlines constructed on public land in the
planning area will meet Bureau of Land Management raptor proof standards.
Inspections will be made to verify conformance with these specifications.

Additional hazards on other powerlines will be mitigated as they are
identified through future inventories.

Rationale

The golden eagle is a federally protected bird due primarily to tis
sensitivity to man-caused environments. Raptors (icluding the golden
eagle) and ravens are attracted to powerline poles for roosting and
nesting. This is most prevalent in areas where other roosts are lacking,
Golden eagles, other raptors and ravens are abundant in this area and make
high use of these poles.

A number of eagles and other large birds have been found at the base of
poles along this powerline. Death has been attributed to electrocution.
This is caused when eagles make contact with a hot and ground wire
simultaneously.

Mitigation of the cause of this mortality on existing powerlines is most
feasible by this recommendation.

An alternative is to modify the wire spacing on each pole by moving ‘the
ground wire; however this is very costly, and it is very difficult to
encourage such modifications once construction is completed. Another
alternative is to attach roogting and/or nesting platforms on each pola.
The power company involved is apprehensive of this alternative. It has
cooperated in the installation of such platforms on the specific poles that
have caused deaths on a case-by-case basis, but is reluctant to install
them on all poles because of a the expense involved.

Future powerline construction on public lands must meet Bureau of Land
Management standards to avert this hazard. To assure that these

specifications are met, compliance inspections must be made following
construction.

This recommendation is in conformance with manual 6840 and 6840.21.




WL 1.22 (continued)

"|II' Support: y
-f_, v 1. Archeology will be needed to conduct cultural clearances on proposed
: roosting pole sites.

2. Compliance inspector will be needed to assure that all stipulations are
met.

M FP ||l DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

T — -

Accept the recommendation and rationale.

. |
{ .
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
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Activity
. Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation

WL 1.23 Provide accessible water at the source for all game and
nongame species. Install ramps in all troughs to reduce hazards
of drowning for small mammals and birds.

Rationale

Water should be provided for small mammals and birds at ground level at the
source. Enough water should also be left to support the existing riparian
vegetation. This entails piping only the excess water away from the

source if development is necessary, Existing and future water develop-
ments can be constructed in a manner which may benefit wildlife. Where
water is not presently provided on the ground; but is provided in troughs,
birds and mammals will seek it out. Occassionally an animal will fall

into a trough. The potential for drowning can be reduced by placing

ramps. in the trough to permit escape. C

Support Needs

e K

THere a ~e /¢%,1/f77¢gc

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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MFP {1

(WL 1.273

Multiple Use Recommendation

Provide an adequate quantity and quality of water sufficient to maintain
wildlife and wildlife habitat by:

1. Notification of federal ugse to the Nevada State Water Engineer.
2. Acquisition through state procedures when appropriata.
3. Purchase of water rights.

No water developments will be authorized, funded or constructed on public
lands without a water right.

Rationale

This recommendation is in accodance with FLEMA Section 202(¢)(2). The
acquisition of water is needed to guarantee that water will be available
for wildlife and for maintenance of their habitat, also to protect the
public's investment for water development.

SuEEort

All Specialists
Operations

Water Right Filings
Survey

Water Inventories

Multiple Use Analysis

Complement A

Range 1.10 - Provide an adequate quantity and quality of water sufficient
to maintain livestock requirments by:

1. Notification of federal use to the Nevada State Water Engineer.
2. Acquisition through state procedures when appropriate.
3. Purchase of water rights.

Wild Horses/Burros 1.5 - Make all water that is presently found on public
land available for wild horse/burro use on a yearlong basis.

Watershed 2.1 - Appropriate sufficient water on public lands through permit
adjudication or purchase processes as provided by State Water Law or other
appropriate direction to support the uses of the public lands for wild
horses, wildlife, aguatic habitat, livestock and recreation. :




WL 1.2 (continued)

Recreation 2.11 - Appropriate water for recreation purposes on public
:{, 4 lands.

The recommendation is consistant with Bureau multiple-use programs and
Nevada State Law.

M Fp ||| DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

i
y A. Provide water for wildlife at _ existing water sources by adhering _
to multiple use principles in tne maintenance, use, and development of 1
! water sources on public land in the planning area. This will be done !
f by:
1. Developing only those water sources absolutely essential for
. meeting management objectives;

2. leaving water at the source of all water developments;

3. leaving pipelines operational in all years and in all seasons
except where weather damage may occur;

4. providing wildlife water outlets along pipelines at regular
intervals where feasiblie;

5. providing water at ground level at all troughs where.feasiblej
(. 6. installing escape ramps in all troughs; 14

7. piping excess water at each trough into a fenced enclosure where il
J feagible;

8. not allowing total diversion of water sources for other uses;

S ATE T

Exceptions may be negotiated on a cage=by-case basis (e.q., deep wells

requiring pump jacks, and certain windmills outside of the grazing o
season-of-use).
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Recommendation

“ﬂFTD lWL 1.24 Provide an adequate quantity and quality of water sufficient
to maintain wildlife and wildlife habitat by:

1. Notification of federal use to the Nevada State Water Engineer.
2. Acquisition through state procedures when appropriate.
3. Purchase of water rights.

Rationale

Water is an important constituent of wildlife habitat. Many wildlife
species depend upon free water for survival. Water 1s also necessary
for the maintenance of important wildlife use areas, such as riparian
areas and meadows. The aquisition of water is needed to guarantee that

water will be available for wildllfe and for the maintenance of their
habitat.

Specific amounts will be determined through future inventories.

Support Needs

1. District Water Rights Specialist will be needed to file on waters

and file protests to fulfill the requirements of wildlife and their
habitat.,

,
-'u:au- Az .-(.‘ at‘..a wonal sheers, .f m-em.-d
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) UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
] DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise=Denio
¥ BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Wi. 1.24

Multiple Use Apnalysis

Comglement

Range 1,10 Provide an adequate quantity and quality of water
sufficient to maintain livestock requirements by:

1. Notification of federal use to the Nevada State Water
Engineer,

2. Acquisition through state procedures when appropriate,

3. Purchase of water rights.

Wild Horses/Burros 1.5 Make all water that is presently found om
public land avaialble for wild horse/burro use on a yearlong
basis.

) iy, Watershed 2.1 ApproPriate sufficient water on public lands through
g ‘ permit adjudication or purchase processes as provided by State
| Water Law or other appropriate directiom to support the uses of

the public lands for wild horses, wildlife, aquatic habitat,
livestock and recreation. '

Recreation 2.11 Appropriate water for recreation purposes on puplic
lands.

The recommendation is consistant with Bureau multiple—use programs
and Nevada State Law.

Multiple Use Recommendations

; 1. Accept the recommendation.
_ “ﬂF:P I 2. No water developments will be authorized, funded or constructed
~on public lands without a water right.

Reasons

This recommendation is in accordance with FLPMA Section 202(c)(9).
The acquisition of water is needed to guarantee that water will be
available for wildlife and for maintenance of their habitat, also to
protect the public's investment for water development.

Ncir_e.'_ Attach additional sheets, if needed

CHhesiracsions o reverse) * Form 1600-21 (April 107%)
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WL 1.24

. Support b
: All Specialists

| Operationsg

Water Right Filings
Survey

Water Inventories

IMFP ||| DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

| Acquire or provide sufficient water on public lands through permit,
adjudication, or purchage processes as provided by Federal and State Water
Law and/or other appropriate direction to support the uses of the public
lands for wild horses, wildlife, agquatic habitat, livestock, and
recreation.

Rationale

Water is an integral and necessary part of all resource activity
i requirements.

l The legal right to water must be pursued in order to gain legal title to
the needed quantities.

Demands upon existing waters on public lands will increase. The Bureau
. must insure that needed quantities of acquiring by appropriation, purchase,
or by other appropriate direction.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio T;
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity o

Wildlife .
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference :
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step1yg, 1.3 Step 3 )

z P

Recommendation : - %

WL 1.25 Improve approximately 2,554 acres of waterfowl habitat on _ i
RHF:P !§ Gridley Lake, playas along the Quinm River, two gravel pits (T. 45 N.,
» R. 38 E., Sec. 18 SE4SW% and T. 46 N., R. 38 E., Sec. 8 SE%NEY%) and
four reservoirs on the Owyhee Desert. These are located in (1) T. 47 N.,
R. 41 E., Sec. 25 NE%SE%; T. 47 N., R. 42 E., Sec. 32 SEX%SWk; T. 45 N.,
R. 42 E., Sec. 1 NW4NW% and T. 44 N., R. 41 E., Sec. 9 SWySEl.

TR DTS

T

Methods for improvement include:
1. Protective fencing.
2, Grazing systems.
3. Pothole construction.

4, Comnstruction of waterfowl nesting islands or platforms.

Rationale : 3
These sites are used by migrating and resident waterfowl for resting and

nesting. The potential exists for habitat improvement by: construction &
of goose nesting platforms or islands; establishment of emergent,

submergent and other wetland vegetationm; comstruction of impoundirents, pothole
construction and livestock grazing management. Since waterfowl habitat

is limited in the planning area, management is important in all areas i
which receive waterfowl use. J

Areas also exist which have a potential for improvement based on desirable j
wetland qualities, such as Gridley Lake. Here the impacts as a result of ;
overgrazing shoreline vegetation is apparent. A project for the i
construction of waterfowl nesting islands is currently in the program : '
for development in FY 1979. An enclosure around this lake will protect
the shoreline and will give the vegetation an opportunity to recover. The
vegetation in turn will provide food and cover for adult waterfowl and
their broods. Good quality shoreline vegetation will also provide nesting
cover for nongame birds, habitat for many species of nongame mammals

and forage for mule deer and antelope. A three wire antelope fence

will be required on this lake. This will be constructed in conformance
with Manual 1737.

Continued

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

“fusirnctions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 {(April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ) Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS=-DECISION Stepl WL 1.3Step3
Continued /. 25
Absence of improving habitat in these areas would not realize the potential
for increasing the diversity and numbers which this area ;
can potentially support.
Support Needs
}
1. Engineering assistance will be needed in the design of nesting i
islands and platforms and survey of potential fence routes.
2. Archeology will be needed to conduct cultural clearances on
proposed project sites.
)

Note:. Attuch additional sheets, il needed

LS
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UNITED STATES Name (MF P}
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
wl L ] 1. 25

Multiple Use Analysis

Counflict

Cultural Resources 1.7 Designate all Sl and S2 sites as ACECs.

Lands 6.1 Designate utility right-of-way corridors.

Minerals 6.1 Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
geothermal development.

Minerals 6.5 Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
oil and gas development.

Range 1.8 Do not fence drainages, riparian or wet meadow sites.

Watershed 3.2 'Eliminate all surface disturbing activities from
areas having a deteriorating erosion trend, in critical or
severe erosion condition, having high erosion susceptibility or i
high vegetal-soil factor. ' g

Wilderness 1.4 Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness
values. _ . L1

Archeology and wilderness present the most significant conflicts to
this recommendation.

Multiple Use Recommendation ' J

1. Accept the recommendation on the following areas using standard i

Bureau procedure: Gridley Lake,)|two gravel pits (T. 45 N., R. _ ﬁ
MFP I] 38 E., Sec. 18, SE~1/4 NE-1/4 and the reservoir on the Owyhee 4
~ Desert in T. 47 N.,.R. 41 E., Sec. 25 NE-1/4 SE-1/4.

2. Hold the recommendation on the following areas pending
wilderness review procedures: Playas along the Quinn River on P
three reservoirs on the Owyhee Desert T. 47 N., R. 42 E., Sec. j
32, SE-1/4 SW-1/4, T. 45 N., R. 42 E., Sec. 1 NW-1/4 NW-1/4 and )
T. 44 N., R. 41 E,, Sec. 9, SW-1/4 SE-1/4. '

No_r:.'_:_- Attach additional sheets., if needed

-'l'.'.\,".'u'.'ruu#-uu "('-l'l"\'l" * Form 160021 (April 1975)




MFP 11

,P!ll'

WL 1.25

Multiple Use Recommendation

Improve waterfowl habitat on Gridley Lake, two gravel pits=-T. 45 N., R. 38
E., Sec. 18, SE=-1/4 NE-1/4 and the reservoir on the Owyhee Desert in T. 47
N+, Rs 41 E., Sec. 25 NE-1/4 SE-1/4.

Hold off improving waterfowl habitat on playas along the Quinn River om
three reservoirs on the Owyhee Desert T. 47 N., R. 42 E., Sec. 32, SE1/4
sW1/4, T. 45 N., R. 42 E,, Sec. 1 NW1/4 NW1/4 and T. 44 N., R. 41 E., Sec.
9, SW1/4 SE1/4.

Ratjionale

These areas are outside of the wilderness study units but have conflicts
with archeological artifacts. By following standard Bureau procedures
these conflicts can be mitigated.

Thegse sites fall within wilderness study units so until information is
obtained on whether these sites will go forward to wilderness study areas
or are deleted, no construction action will be allowed. Should these sites
be withdrawn from further wilderness consideration then standard Bureau
procedures should be followed to construct improvements on these sites.

Suggort

All Specialists
Wilderness Review
Archeological Clearance
Team EAR

Operations

Multiple Use Analysis

Conflict "1,
Cultural Resources 1.7 ~ Designate all S1 and 52 sites as ACECsS.
Lands 6.1 - Designate utility right-of=-way corridors.

Minerals 6.1 ~ Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
geothermal development.

Minerals 6.5 = Make no land use decisions that would interfere with oil and
gas development.

Range 1.8 = Do not fence drainages, riparian or wet meadow sites.
Watershed 3.3 = Eliminate all surface disturbing activities from areas
having a deteriorating erosion trend, in critical or severe erosion

condition, having high erosion susceptibility or high vegetal-soil Ffactor.

Wilderness 1.4 = Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness values.

Archeology and wildernegs present the most significant conflcts to this
recommendation.




WL 1.25 (continued)

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Through a coordinated planning approach in the development of activity
plans (AMPs. HMPs, HMAs, etc.) ensure that waterfowl habitats are
adequately addressed and where appropriate provide for improved waterfowl
habitat conditions.

Rationale
Waterfowl habitat is a comparatively rare and unusual thing in the planning

i
area. A coordinated planning approach to activity plans will ensure that i
these rare habitats are maintained or improved where appropriate. ?




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - Paradise-Denio !

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity i

' Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference '
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 WL, 1.2 Step 3 ;
I} l
Recommendation ' '

WL 1.26 Preclude the following crucial and important wildlife use
areas from vegetative manipulation projects (Refer to wildlife MFP and
Water Resource, URA Step 2 overlays), '

1. Sage grouse strutting, nesting and brooding grounds, including
a radius of two miles around strutting and mesting areas. '

2. Wildlife winter use areas.
3. Meadows, including a 100 yard buffer strip.

4. Along streams and around springs, including a 100 yard buffer
strip.

5. Big game migration routes.

Vegetative manipulation projects which are conducted to increase livestock
forage production within wildlife use areas, but outside the areas b
mentioned above, must benefit the wildlife species which occupy

the habitat involved. 1In mule deer use areas, sagebrush eradication

will be no wider than ) mile. In sage grouse habitat, islands of sagebrush
will be left inside the project. The borders of all projects will be
irregular in shape to provide maximum "edge". All seedings will' -include
species which will benefit wildlife. Large monotypic seedings will be
discouraged.

Rationale

Vegetative manipulations which eradicate large blocks of sagebrush

have an adverse impact on the wildlife species which are dependent

upon sagebrush ~dominated plant communities because of a reduction of
diversity, cover and an important food source. If sagebrush is eliminated
from the important and crucial areas listed above, the effects can be
devastating on many wildlife populations. This is especially true for
antelope, deer, sage grouse and numerous species of nongame birds and
mammals. :

It is possible to improve some habitats outside of these crucial and
important use areas if the habitat requirements of wildlife are met.

This can be accomplished through seeding desirable forage species for
wildlife, reducing the size of areas treated so that the areas will be
used by wildlife, by leaving strips or islands of sagebrush and creating
irregular boundaries to increase the "edge" created between sagebrush and
the area treated. I

_ " Continued
.- _{'\-’ote: Attach additional sheets, if needed

8 lusiructions un reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) RES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio e
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ' , Activity o
Wildlife ! ]

- MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN _ Overlay Reference v
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 WL, 1.2 Step 3 ! ?

Continued 1.26

This recommendation will assure the existence of the wildlife species
affected and contribute to an increase in their numbers through time.
In turn this will increase the opportunities for consumptive and non-
consumptive uses to help meet projected public demands.

This recommendation is in conformance with Manual Technical Supplements
6601-1, 6601-6 and 6601-3. Sagebrush eradication projects conducted

in sage grouse habitat will conform to "Guidelines for Maintenance

of Sage Grouse Habitats", Journal of Wildlife Management, Vol. 5,

No. 3, Fall 1977 by Clait E. Braun, Tim Britt and Richard 0. Wallestad.

Support Needs

None.

_Nf_‘!:."_ Attach sdditional sheets, if needed

Form 1600—21 (April 19753)




WL 1.26

Multiple Use Recommendation

Preclude the following crucial and important wildlife use areas from
vegetative manipulation projects (refer to Wildlife MFP I and Water
Resources, URA Step 2 Overlays).

1. Sage grouse strutting, nesting and brooding grounds, include a radius
of 2 miles around strutting and nesting areas.

2. Wildlife winter use areas.

3. Meadows, including a 100 year buffer strip.

4. Along streams and around springs, including a 100 yard buffer strip.
5. Big game migration routes.

Vegetative manipulation projects which are conducted to increase livestock
forage production within wildlife use areas, but outside the areas
mentioned above, must benefit the wildlife species which occupy the habitat
involved. 1In mule deer use areas, sagebrush eradication by spraying will
be no wider than 1/4 mile. Sagebrush eradication by prescribed burns may
be wider because they vary due to topography and leave pockets of unburned
vegetation and very irreqular boundaries which are excellent for edge
effect. In sagebrush habitat, islands of sagebrush will be left inside the
project. The borders of all projects will be irregular in shape to provide

- maximum "edge". All seedings will include species which will benefit

wildlife and not monotypic.
Rationale

Sagebrush eradication in large blocks have an adverse impact on wildlife
because of a reduction of iversity, cover and an important food source.

Vegetative manipulation projects can be used outside of the crucial
wildlife use areas by using a mixed seed formula which includes forbs and
similar species beneficial for wildlife, leaving islands of pockets of
sagebrush and creating irregular boundaries to increase edge effect.

SuEEQrt

Range and Wildlife Specialists
Watershed Specialist

Soil Inventory

Operations

Fire Management

-

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation. Include this recommendation in the District's
standard operating procedures.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR .
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT _ —Paradise-Denio——

Activity
Wildlife

Overlay Reicrence
Step IWL 1.3 Step 3

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYS!IS—DECISION

=

. Recommendation

WL 1.27 Fence Lyles Spring in the Montana Mountains and one unnamed
MFP ﬂ spring in the Slumbering Hills from livestock by 1984. The areas
involved include approximately 6 acres.

T

Rationale

Lyles Spring is important habitat for sage grouse and is used by deer
and antelope. Its present condition is poor, a result of past grazing -
abuse. Fencing is needed to improve the condition of the meadow which ?
will in turn improve the habitat for a variety of wildlife species. ‘
Water will be provided outside of the fence by the reservoir below.

The unnamed spring is located in T. 40 N., R. 36 E., Section 31 and
is the only identified source of water for mule deer. It is used
heavily by cattle and wild horses. It is now in poor condition as
a result of this excessive use. The spring will be fenced to permit

improvement of the riparian vegetation. Water will be provided outside
the fence by moving the trough.

© e - m———— .

Support Needs h
1. Engineering will be needed for project survey and design.

2. Archeology will be needed to conduct gultural clearance of the
proposed fence line.

31

Note: Autach additional sheets, if needed

b sirartone on rrersel
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WL 1.27

Multiple Use Recommendation

Fence Lyles Spring in the Montana Mountains and one unnamed spring (T. 40
N., R. 36 E., Sec. 31 NW1/4NW1/4) in the Slumbering Hills from livestock
from 1984. The areas involved include approximately 6 acres.

Rationale

Lyles Spring is important habitat for sage grouse and is used by deer and
antelope. Its present condition is poor, a result of past grazing abuse.
Fencing is needed to improve the condition of the meadow which will in turn
improve the habitat for a variety of wildlife species. Water will be
provided outside of the fence by the reservoir below.

The unnamed spring is located in T. 40 N., R. 36 E., Section 31 and is the
only identified source of watr for mule deer. It is used heavily by cattle
and wild horses. It is now in poor condition as a result of this excessive
use. The spring will be fenced to permit improvement of the riparian
vegetation . Water will be provided outside the fence by moving the
trough.

Support
Engineering will be needed for project survey and design.

Archeology will be needed to conduct cultural clearance of the proposed
fence line.

DISTRI(T MANAGER'S DECISION

Al

Fence =he unnamed spring in the Slumbering Hills from livestock use. The
area involved is approximately six acres. Defer implementation of this
recommendation pending monitoring of studies following one cycle of the
regt=-rotation grazing system.

S
Gfx/f:q
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WL 1.28

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Protect sage grouse strutting grounds and the area within two miles of each
ground, and give proper consideration to other sage grouse habitat by
accepting as guidance Nevada Department of Wildlife's Guidelines for
Vegetal Control Programs in Sage Grouse Habitat in Nevada. Nevada
Department of Wildlife must be given a minimum of two years notice of any
proposed large scale vegetal manipulations in order that they might
inventory the area for sage grouse use, and thus provide appropriate input.

In addition, sage grouse strutting grounds and assocliated use areas must be
given similar consideration and protection in the planning and permitting
of other types of projects and uses (fences, pipelines, roads, gravel pits,
rock gathering, powerline rights-of-way, land exchanges, etc.).

Ratiocnale:

It is technically feasible to carry out this recommendation. Proposed
vegetal manipulation projects or other proposals, can be altered, or if
need be, abandoned if conflicts occur.

This recommendation complies with FLPMA's requirements for providing
wildlife habitat and for multiple Use (Sec. 102[a] [7] and [9]) and with BLM
policy (Manual 1603.12D).

Sage grouse were at one time the most abundant game bird in Nevada. Their
populations have been reduced to the point where hunting seasons are often
curtailed or not held at all. This is the case in the planning area, where
in most grouse areas, they are present only in very low numbers. Where
they are present in larger numbers, seasons are sometimes curtailed because
of scarcity or low production. Implementation of this recommendation will
lessen the impact of proposed projects on sage grouse, and will go a "long
way toward inguring that suitable habitat for sage grouse remains in the
planning area. Implementation of this recommendation will assure the
maintenance of approximately 100,000 acres of sage grouse habitat, and of
potentially much more, since there are beyond a doubt many unidentified
strutting grounds in the planning area. Inventories should be conducted to
locate all strutting grounds.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) |
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR paradise=-Denio |
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity !

Wildlife (Aquatic)

Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WLA—1

MANAGEMENTFRAMEWORKPLAN-—STEP\

%
_ AcTMTy o il
Objective: !

Improve and maintain the condition of all the aquatic habitat of #
each stream, lake, or reservoir having the potential to support a
sport fishery at a level conducive to the establishment and
maintenance of a healthy fish community. Maintenance of the i
existing situation shall be the objective for three years unless i
habitat improvement programs are developed sooner. After three
years programs will have been developed to remedy those problems
causing the present state of low quality aquatic habitat.

Rationale: \MMM“ 1

Fishing pressure in Humboldt County inereased 587 between 1970-and ;
1974 while the fishery resource declined (PAA). Streams were i
eliminated from the NDF&G fish stocking program because the habitat
condition of these streams and others in the Paradise-Denio Resource ¥
Area has declined to a, point where fish reproduction is impossible
and survival is questionmable. Various estimates indicate that sport : i
fishing contributes significantly to the state ecounomy. BLM figures i

for recreation use of public land
family fishing trips were used to
million dollars per year would be
western states if aquatic habitat

and Arizona figures for cost of .

estimate that an additionmal 78.2
added to the economy of the 10
in BLM streams were improved to

support their potential fishing (URA).

There are 372 miles of stream on public land in the Paradise=~Denio i
Resource Area. It must be recognized that there are no blue ribbon
class trout streams in the Paradise-Denio Resource Area, however the !
relative value of this type of stream that does exist here is very . é
high. This is because better fishing waters are not available to 1
Nevada anglers within reasonable travel time.

It was determined by the stream survey that all streams in the
Paradise-Denlo Resource Area were in a deteriorated condition.
Therefore all 372 stream miles on public lands are clasgified as
having potential for habitat improvement whether they presently
support a fishery or not. Those stream miles classified under
habitat expansion do not suppert a fishery. (See MFP I OQverlays 11
and 13.) Habitat improvement will increase the fishery resource in
those parts of streams already supporting fish. Expansion of the !
fishery resource will occur into those parts of the same streams not {
presently suitable for fish survival. ,

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-20 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) j1

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise=Denio __ !

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ~ Activity 8

Wildlife (Aquatic) " 3

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number ;
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WLA-1 ‘]

Rationale: (continued)

In order to improve and expand the trout fishery in the resource

area, bank erosion, siltation of spawning and fish food production
areas, and the elimination of riparian vegetation will have to be
controlled. It was determined by the stream survey that these j
problems were caused almost entirely by cattle grazing of the '
riparian/stream zones of the resource area. Protection of the soil I
binding vegetation in the riparian zome will allow fish and aquatic )
insect habitat such as pools and riffles, undercut banks, trash i
habitat and silt free stream bottoms to develop. Protection of the )
riparian zone will also improve the water quality of the streams %
(URA). Authority for the protection of the riparian/stream zone is i
well established by law and BLM policy (URA). All riparian/stream i
sones meet the criteria and qualify for nomination as areas of i
critical environmental concern (URA). 3

Form 1600-20 (April 1975)

tinstructions on reverse)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activity

wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION tArl.l Step 3

Recommendation /. ]

Develop habitat improvement programs to expand the fishery resource
into the following streams: :

Antelope Creek Lower Kings River
Jordan Meadow Creek Rodeo Creek
Three Mile Creek House Creek
Washburn Creek Granite Creek
Cove Creek Corral Creek
Center Creek Chicken Creek
Sagehen Creek Snow Creek
Battle Creek Pahute Creek

. Lower North Fork of the Little Humboldt River

Rationale:

There are 372 miles of stream on public land in the Paradise=Denio
Resource Area. The streams 1isted above do not presently contain a
sport fishery but could if the aquatic habitat were improved (URA,
MFP, Overlays 11 and 13). Aquatic HMPs on these streams will be
prioritized in accordance with the development of assoclated AMPs
and Terrestrial HMPs (WL 1.7). Recommendations WL1.3 through WL
1.20 identify methods, including altermatives, and benefits of this

A}

recommended actiomn. .

Support:

f‘_?_f_‘e: _:\mu:h additional sheets, if needed

-'fu-."

P peer s o) FEOPCTSe !

* Form 1600=21 (April 1975}



UNITED STATES Name (MEP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : Paradise-Denio f

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activit i

Wildlife (Aquatic) ﬂ

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference i
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.2

Develop habitat improvement programs to allow improvement of the ¢
fishery resource in the following streams and reservoirs (URA, MFP 1 i
Overlays 11 and 13). |

Upper Kings River Log Cabin Creek

Raster Creek Craine Creek i
Knott Creek Horse Canyon Creek ;
Alder Creek Leonard Creek 1
Bartlett Creek Quinn River 1
Alta Creek Crowley Creek 1
Eightmile Creek Canyon Creek A
Willow Creek . Rebel Creek "
McConnell Creek MeDermitt Creek f
Granite Creek Big Creek p
Big Cottonwood Creek Little Cottonwood Creek ;
Wash 0'Neil Creek Stonehouse Creek g
Happy Creek Bilk Creek ' . !
Mullinex Creek : Solid Silver Creek . ﬁ
Wilder Creek Trout Creek N
Martin Creek Humboldt River

Big Creek(Alexander) Little Humboldt River

Kelley Creek Raven Creek i
Blue Lake Onion Valley Reservoir ‘‘. : i
Little Onion Reservoir Knott Creek Reservoir j
Bilk Creek Reservoir Jackson Creek

Singus Creek South Cottonwood Creek X
Indian Creek Bottle Creek

North and South Forks of The Little Humboldt River
Rationale:

The streams listed above were reported to support a sport fishery
(URA). The aquatic habitat of these streams is in a deteriorated
condition and the improvement of the habitat would improve and

expand the sport fish populations (URA)., It is strongly suspected
that many of these streams no longer support a fish popultation. !
Aquatic HMPs on these streams will be prioritized in accordance with ;
the development of associated AMPs and terrestrial HMPs (WL-1.7). :
Recommendations WL-1.3 through WL-1.20 identify methods, including :
alternatives of this recommended actionm.

et o)

SuEEort:

ﬁ‘{""-' Attach additional sheets, if needed

A T LR N N AT . Form 1600_21 (April 1()7:‘.‘\




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ‘
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio ]
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ' Activity ) :

: wildlife Aquatic
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS=DECISION Step 1 Step 3
WLA. 1.1

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Combine WLA 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.7 to read as follows: F

MFP I

To improve and maintain the watershed stability, riparian and the i
aquatic habitat condition of the fishery resource by developing Q
Aquatic Habitat Management Plans for the following listed stream and ﬂ
reservoirs and designating those as areas of critical environmental i
concern. Cousider these features in the design of HMPs: F

1. Each plan should be developed on the basis of the individual

characteristics of the stream (URA, stream survey) or reservoir.

2. Develop each plan to be complimentary with all activity plans Q
for the related area. @

3. Develop each plan to promote the fishery resource by developing
fish habitat through the improvement of the vegetative condition

of the riparian zomne.

; 4., Desired habitat includes features such as undercut banks, .
3 silt-free gravels, pools and riffles to be developed naturally ‘ L
as the riparian zone stabilizes. Artificial structures should @
only be used in special cases and as a temporary measure. !

é 5. Utilize natural materials for aquatic habitat improvement.

i
b
i
ﬁ
1

O

Nofc_.-___r}_l_lm'h additional sheets. if needed

st itons on reperse) ' * Form 1600--21 (April 1975)




Name (MFP)
Paradise-Denio §

. UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife (Aquatic) ) t

Overlay Reference

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation WLA 1.1 E

Habitat Improvement

Upper Kings River
Raster Creek

Enott Creek

Alder Creek

Bartlett Creek

Alta Creek

Eightmile Creek
Willow Creek
McConnell Creek
Granite Creek

Big Cottonwood Creek
Wash 0'Neil Creek
Happy Creek
Mullinex Creek
Wilder Creek

Martin Creek

Big Creek(Alexander)
Kelley Creek

Blue Lake

Little Onion Reservoir
Bilk Creek Reservoir
Singus Creek

Indian Creek
Antelope Creek
Jordan Meadow Creek
Three Mile Creek
Washburn Creek

Cove Creek

Center Creek
Sagehen Creek
Battle Creek

Log Cabin Creek
Craine Creek

Horse Canyon Creek
Leonard Creek

Quinn River

Crowley Creek

Canyon Creek

Rebel Creek

McDermitt Creek

Big Creek

Little Cottonwood Creek
Stonehouse Creek

Bilk Creek

Solid Silver Creek
Trout Creek

Humboldt River

Little Humboldt River
Raven Creek

Onion Valley Reservoir
Knott Creek Reservoir
Jackson Creek

South Cottonwood Creek
Bottle Creek

Lower Kings River
Rodeo Creek

House Creek

Granite Creek

Corral Creek

Chicken Creek

Snow Creek

Pahute Creek

East Fork of the Little Owyhee River

s

-~ S

- SRR

North and South Forks of The Little Humboldt River

Nare: Attach additional sheets, if necded

* Form 1600-21 (Aptil 1973)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) i
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR pParadise-Denio b
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

wildlife (Aquatic) 4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference i
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation WLA 1.1 (continued)

)
Habitat Expansion

Antelope Creek Lower Kings River
Jordan Meadow Creek ‘Rodeo Creek

Three Mile Creek *  House Creek

Washburn Creek Granite Creek
Cove Creek Corral Creek

Center Creek Chicken Creek

Sagehen Creek Snow Creek
Battle Creek Pahute Creek

Lower North Fork of the Little Humboldt River

Multiple Use Analysis

Watershed 3.1 Reduce or eliminate accelerated erosion throughout ﬁ
the planning area through the use of management plans.

Wildlife 1.1 Designate all crucial wildlife use areas in ACECs. k
Wildlife 1.5 Improve the condition of appfoximately 3100 acres of i
meadow and riparian habitat for wildlife. ‘

e
.

Wildlife 1.13 Develop and implement Habitat Management Plans.

Recreation 6.3 Designate all riparian areas and.waters as ACECs.

Range Designate all riparian areas and waters as ACECs. ' i

wild Horse)Burros Designate all waters and riparian areas as !
od

ACECs. : w
H

Conflict

Lands 1.1 Urban Suburban land disposal. it
i

Lands 2.1 Agricultural land disposal. L

Lands 3.1 Commercial land disposal.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if necded

* Form 1600--21 (April 1973
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
wildlife Aquatic .
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDAT|ON—ANALYS|S-DEC|5|ON Step 1 Step 3

WLA. 1.1 (continued)
Conflict (continued)
Lands 6.1 Utility Corridors

Minerals 1.1 Make no land-use decisions that would interfere with
nineral development.

Minerals 1.2 Make no land-use decisions that would Interfere with
mineral development in the Jackson Mountains (specific area).

Minerals 1.3 Make no land-use decisions that would interfere with
mineral development on the Eugene Mountains (specific area).

Minerals 1.4 Make no land-use decisions that would interfere with
mineral development on the Osgood Mountains (specific area).

£ 8 Minerals 1.5 Make no land-use decisiouns that would interfere with
mineral development on the Montana Mountains (specific area).

Minerals 5.1 Make no land-use decisions that would interfere with
leasing and development of sodium and potassium.

Minerals 6.1 Make no land-use decisions that would interfe}E'with
geothermal development. :

Minerals 6.2 Make no land-use decisions that wouid interfere with
geothermal development on the Black Rock Desert.

Minerals 6.3 Make no land-use decision that would interfere with
geothermal development on the Pine Forest Recreation Area.

Minerals 6.4 Make no land use decision that would interfere with
geothermal development on Howard Hot Springs.

Minerals 6.5 Make no land use decisions that would interfere with
oil and gas development.

Range 1.8 Do not fence drainages, riparian or wet meadow sites.

Wild Horse/Burro 1.5 Make all water on public land available for
wild horse and burro use on a year-round basis.

|

Nare: Attach additional sheets, if necded
E

e seractions o rererse! " Form 1600-21 (April 1973)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP) -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR i Paradise-~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife Aquatic
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDAT|ON-ANALYSIS—DEC|S|ON Step 1 Step 3

WLA. 1.1 (continued)

Conflict (continued)

Watershed 3.3 Eliminate all surface disturbing activities from

areas having a deteriorating erosion trend, in critical or
severe erosion condition, having a high erosiomn susceptibility

or high vegetal-soil factor.

Wilderness 1.4 Identify activities that jeopardize wilderness

suitability.

Cultural Resources 1.7 Designate S1 and S2 sites as ACECs.

Recreation 4.1 Provide Visual Resource Management for their

respective classes.

The recommendation is consistant with FLPMA Section 201(a) and

202(c)(3). 1In arid climates like northern Nevada water 1s
considered critical to life procesess.

Multiple Use Recommendation

6. Conduct studies in these ACECs to monitor condition and trend
and to evaluate whether management plans are reaching théir

objective.

Reasons

1. Water and its immediate surroundings in the planning area and
Nevada as a whole is essential to life and requires special
management consideration. Habitat Management Plans will assist
in managing riparian areas and their watersheds for the
fisheries resource and water quality.

Support:

All Specialists
Water Rights
Cadastral Survey
Operations

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

esiracitons on rerersel

" Form 1600=21 (April 1975)




MFP I

WLA 1.1, 1.2 (continued)

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Through a coordinated planning approach develop a habitat management plan
(EMP) for streams within each grazing allotment in the resource area.
priority for HMP development should be on streams that have the potential
for fisheries habitat expansion and improvement. Selective management
categories and CRMP involvement will be considered in these priorities.
The following listed streams appear to have this potential:

Habitat Expansion

Antelope Creek Lower Kings River
Jordan Meadow Creek Rodeo Creek
Three Mile Creek House Creek

- -——Washburn Creek Granite Creek
Cove Creek Corral Creek
Center Creek Chicken Creek
Sagehen Creek Snow Creek
Battle Creek Pahute Creek

Lower North Fork of the Little Humboldt River

Habitat Improvement

Upper Kings River Log Cabin Creek

Raster Creek Craine Creek

Knott Creek Horse Canyon Creek
Alder Creek . Leonard Creek

Bartlett Creek Quinn River

Alta Creek —Crowley Creek
Eightmile Creek Canyon Creek

Willow Creek Rebel Creek

McConnell Creek McDermitt Creek
Granite Creek Big Creek .l
Big Cottonwood Creek Little Cottonwood Creek ’
Wash Q'Neil Creek Stonehouse Creek

Happy Creek Bilk Creek

Mullinex Creek Solid Silver Creek
Wilder Creek Trout Creek

Martin Creek Humboldt River

Big Creek (Alexander) Little Humboldt River
Kelley Creek Raven Creek

Blue Lake ' Onion Valley Reservoir
Little Onion Reservoir Knott Creek Reservoir
Bilk Creek Reservoir Jackson Creek

Singus Creek South Cottonwood Creek
Indian Creek Bottle Creek

Antelope Creek Iower Kings River
Jordan Meadow Creek Rodeo Creek

Three Mile Creek House Creek

Washburn Creek Granite Creek

Cove Creek Corral Creek

Center Creek Chicken Creek

Sagehen Creek + Snow Creek

Battle Creek Pahute Creek

East Fork of the Little Owyhee River
North and South Forks of The Little Humboldt River
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WILDLIFE AQUATIC k

Recommendation WLA 1.3

Designate all riparian/stream areas, regardless of their ability to support
fish, as areas of critical environmental concern and provide them with all
the protection warranted by this designation.

Rationale

The potential fishery resource in the resource area can be developed only

through the protection of the interrelated riparian/stream zone. The

riparian/stream zone meets the criteria for designation as ACEC

Authorization (BLM Directive 77-77) for protection and designation of the

riparian zone as ACEC is provided by the Federal Land Policy and Management

Act. BIM policy is specific in terms of riparian protection

(Paradise-Denio URA) and states that "protection of high value streams,

riparian zones, and wetland habitats is to be accomplished when necessary

to preserve or restore fisheries, wildlife, water quality, and other

important values provided by this habitat."” Riparian zones are more

productive in terms of plant and animal biomass than the surrounding areas. ;
Most wildlife in the resource area are either dependent on or use the i
riparian zone more than the arid upland. The resource area's gport fishery ‘
is also dependent on the riparian zone adjacent to the perennial streams
for an energy source and aquatic habitat protection. (Paradise~Denio URA.)
Demand for fishing increased by 58% in Humboldt County from 1970 to 1974, b

. however the fishery resource actually deteriorated as indicated by the

Il

elimination of streams from the NDOW stocking program (Denio URA and PAA).
The 1976 stream survey indicated that all streams in the resource area are
in a deteriorated condition. Improving the riparian zone through the
control of conflicting uses would improve the fishery resource thereby
satisfying part of the local demand for fishing.

. )
%
-

Support Needs

None b

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION ;

Reject the recommendation. ¥

Rationale

ACEC designation not required to protect these areas.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise=Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
’ _ Wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYS$IS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
e e B
Recommendation: WLA l.4 .fﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁ’ ;

YO

Identify riparian stream zones as separate management units critical
for multiple use management and remove them from general management
under grazing systems. This can best be done by fencing the
riparian stream zone to prevent grazing use. The following streams
would provide the most benefit per cost of fencing. This
determination was made on thngasts-of—pencent_ﬁLM_QﬂnéfﬁbiP“ﬁﬂﬂ Ctate ¢
stream flow: Bartlett Creek;¥North Fork of the Little Humboldt ~ That® X
River. Plans to fence those streams not found suitable should be }j;tEVQE
developed when private lands are acquired or agreements are - N '

developed to allow fencing of the entire stream.

Tarltesd L4

Rationale:

Riparian/stream zones are critical to multiple use planning because
of their diversified and sometimes conflicting values (URA).
Management for them should be developed on a site by site basis.

The most intensive use of the riparian zone in the resource area is
grazing which often utilizes the stream zone to the exclusion of
other uses such as: fish production, wildlife production, water
quality, recreation, water production, flood control and groundwater
recharge (URA). The effect of overuse of the riparian/stream zone
by grazing on the fishery resource is well documented (URA),:
Fencing to restrict grazing is the best way to develop the potential
stream fishery in the Paradise-Denio Resource Area. It has been
suggested that on a BLM-wide basis the cost of fencing would be
offset by the economic benefit derived from increased angler use of
the improved fishery (URA, PAA). The most significant effect of
this action on the range uses will be the loss of the riparian zone
for grazing, water sources, and loafing areas. Water and shade may
have to be established away from the riparian/stream zone. The
fishery resource has specific habitat requirements (URA); complete
elimination of grazing from the riparian/stream zome is considered
the best way to redevelop these habitat features (URA).

Support Needs

Operation - fence construction, surveying;
Range — grazing decisions. i

_’iore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

THnsiruciions on rererse) : " Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT .

ﬁi&ﬁf&fe (Aquatic)

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

- RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 43

~ In order to promote better riparian and aquatic habitat condition,

MER | watershed stability and improvement of the fishery resource in those
streams not suitable for fencing at this time develop and implement
rest-rotation grazing systems with the following design features:

1.
2.
3.

4,

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

Rest each riparian/stream zone at least five years to allow the
aquatic habitat to develop and stabilize.

Do not allow grazing in the riparian/stream zone between May 1
and August to prevent browsing of woody vegetation reproduction.

Defer turmout in high elevations until July 1 to prevent erosion
and to improve the water retainment ability of the watershed.

Prohibit grazing in consecutive years.

Provide a period of rest of at least three years in the cycle
for the riparian/stream zone.

Require that each grazing cycle go to completion and that
modification or interruption of the cycle be allowed only when
it is determined that system objectives are not being mat.

Include the improvement and maintenance of riparian and stream
habitat and the fishery resource as objectives of the system.

When the fishery resource is involved use fish habitat as
indicators of overutilization rather than either upland or
riparian plant species.

Include studies with the system to determine the effectiveness
of the system in improving and maintaining fish habitat.

Note: Altach additional sheets, if needued

thestrcitons un rererse)

* Form 1600-21 (April 1973




UNITED STATES Name (M7 P}
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise=Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

diif
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Qverlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-—ANAI..YSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Mulsipte—tise Recommendation WLA 1.2

MFP \ 1In order to promote better riparian and aquatic habitat, watershed
stability and improvement of the fishery resource on those streams
not suitable for fenmcing at this time, develop and implement
allotment management plans (AMPs) with the following design
features:

1. Include as an objective of the AMP, the improvement and
maintenance of fish habitat condition at a level which supports

L a healthy sport fish community in all the available habitat.
ST -
\ 2. Establish studies in the riparian stream zone to determine if
“i the AMP is working to meet the above AMP objective.
.,
N : 3., Build exclosures on each riparian/stream zone to determine the
Ry site capability and potential for riparian vegetative production
g7 s and to serve as a comparison to determine the condition of
o 2 riparian stream zone open to grazing.
J ~ 4, Use the riparian/stream zomes as allotment and pasture
~Z e boundaries. The boundary fences would provide half the cost of
Al stream fencing.
ot
' 5. Design pastures, containing riparian/stream zones, very small.
This would prevent under—utilization of upland forage when
cattle are removed from the pasture to prevent damage to fish
habitat.

6. Require herding on riparian/stream zones and erodible watersheds
where cattle use cannot be controlled by other means.

7. Change grazing use from cattle to sheep on streams and erodible
watersheds where cattle use cannot be controlled because sheep
are more easily herded.

8. Require herding of sheep to prevent overuse of riparian forage
and bedding areas.

9, Revise existing AMPs to include the above design features.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if necded

Vhestricirons on rererse)

" Form 1600=21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT. Activity : ,H
- wildlife (Aquatic) 1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEYWORK PLAN Overlay Reference Jh
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALY SIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 i

WLA led (continued)

Rationale

Allotment Management Plans (AMPs) should be developed on a multiple

use management basis., Protection of the fishery resource and the :
riparian stream zone would then be an objective. If the allotment W
system of managment is to be of value to the fishery resource it i
must be of specific design to promote and improve fish habitat. The Q
above design recommendations are necessary if grazing is to continue ﬁ
along the riparian/stream zones and the objective is to maintain the b
fishery resource. The result of the implementation of the above
AMP design features is expected to be improvement and expansion of &
the fishery resource. Recommendations WLA 1.5 and 1.6 are ;

complimentary. i
Support Needs ﬁ
Range AMPs - grazing decisions._ ;

/_wfryztfw?uﬂ-’«;?a{{ﬁ;-\.
.

i P e e Tt i ot i

~1257and 1.

Accept the recommendatioﬁ?’as support to Range l.4 and 1.8.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

SR T

See Range 1.4 and 1l.8.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Tlisiracinans on rererse) " Form 1600=21 (April 1975)




CMFP 1

WILDLIFE AQUATIC

Multiple Use Recommendation WLA 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6

Include the identified streams, suggested treatments, and rationale as
support for WLA 1.1.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

See WLA 1.1

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Through the coordinated planning process, ensure that fish habitat factors
(bank stability, percent shading, siltation of pools, and spawning gravels)
are included as objectives of AMPs that contain fishable streams.

Rationale

Existing AMPs did not adequately consider livestock effects upon riparian/
fishery habitats. Often past consequences of livestock use on fishery
habitat has reduced or eliminated desirable fishery habitat (URA). New
AMPs or modifications of existing AMPs plus any other activity plans will
be designed to mitigate livestock effects on fishery habitat.

o

e

J—




UNITED STATES Name (MFFP)
O DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT T
witdYire (Aquatice)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation: WLA 1.7

In order to improve and maintain the riparian zonme and aquatic

MFP | habitat at a level which will support the potential sport fishery in
all the available habitat in the resource area, develop and
implement a Habitat Management Plan (HMP) for each stream in the
resource area. The habitat management plans should be developed one
every two years with priority given to those streams with the
potential for habitat expansion (URA). Implement the existing HMP
for the North Fork of the Little Humboldt River. Include the
following features in the design of the HMPs:

1. Develop each plan on the basis of the individual characters of
each stream (URA, Stream Survey, Step 32 Overlays). A
generalized plan developed for all streams will not meet all the
needs of each one.

2. Develop each plan to be complimentary with the AMPs and grazing
systems associated with each stream.

3. Develop each plan to promote the fishery resource by developing
fish habitat through the improvement of the vegetative condition
of the riparian zone (URA).

4. Allow fish habitat features such as undercut banks, silt-~free
gravels, pools and riffles to develop naturally as the riparian
zone stabilizes. Utilize artificial stream structures only in
special cases and as temporary measures.

5. Utilize natural materials to improve aquatic habitat such as
placing boulders in the stream channel and planting willows to
stabilize the stream banks., Anchor cut shrubs along the stream
banks to limit cattle access and protect them from erosion and
ice damage. They also trap sediments and build the banks until
living vegetation can take over.

Nate: r_\_t_!_;ich additional sheets, if needed

L EEmimmi e
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU, OF LAND MANAGEMENT - ) Activity

. Wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3

WLA 1.7 (continued)

Rationale:

The habitat management plan should be a major step in the
comprehensive management and protection of the riparian/stream zone
as areas of critical environmental concern. An HMP is necessary 1if
the streams in the resource area are to be managed tc produce their
potential fishery. The streams vary in their characteristics and
therefore must vary in their management approach. The stabilizing
effect of riparian zome on the aquatic habitat is firmly documented
so the actions outlined in the HMP should be directed toward
improving the condition of the riparian habitat (URA).

Support Needs:

Development of the HMP -~ None

Implementation of the HMP - Operations ~ fence construction, stream
structure construction, vegetation planting. Range = grazing
decisiouns.

e

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

Hestrncitons on reterse)

" Form 1600=-21 (April 1973)
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WILDLIFE AQUATIC 1.7

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Through a coordinated planning approach, develop a habitat management plan
(HMP) for streams within wach grazing allotment. Include the following
features in the design of the HMPs.

T.

Develop each plan on the basis of the individual characters of each
stream (URA, Stream Survey, Step II Overlays). A generalized plan
developed for all streams will not meet all the needs of each one.

Develop each plan to be complimentary with the BMPs and grazing
systems associated with each stream.

Develop each plan to promote the fishery resource by developing fish
habitat through the improvement of the vegetative condition of the
riparian zone (URA).

Allow fish habitat features such as undexrcur banks, silt-free gravels,
pools, and riffles to develop naturally as the riparian zone
stabilizes. Utilize artificial stream structures only in special
cases and as temporary measures.

Utilize natural materlals to improve aguatic habitat such as placing
boulders in the stream channel and planting willows to stabilize the
stream banks. Anchor cut shrubs alcong the stream banks to limit
cattle access and protect them from erosion and ice damage. They also
trap sediments and build the banks until living vegetation can take
over. '
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise=-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT ERAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSlS-DEClSlON Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.8

Develop agreements with the USDA, Forest Service, Humboldt National
Forest to manage, as single management units, the streams which flow
partly on public land and partly on Natiomal Forest land. Include
private landowners who own land along these streams (see Overlay 6
and 12).

Rationale

Aquatic Habitat Management objective can best be achieved if a
habitat managment plan can be applied to the entire stream. The BLM
administered portion of these streams is usually located on the
downstream end. Uncontrolled erosion and high water temperatures
upstream would nullify efforts to prevent sedimentation and high
water temperatures downstream on public land. Managment on all
parts of the stream must be complimentary and the most effective
alternative would be to apply the same HMP to the entire stream.

Support Needs

USDA Forest Service - cooperation

State Office = negotiation with the USDA Forest Service .
Private Landowmers — cooperation

Range - grazing agreements

Nevada Department of Wildlife

No_ro: Attuch additional sheets, if needed

grm 1600-21 (April 1975



! WLA 1.8

Multiple Use Recommendation

Develop agreements with the USDA, Forest Service, Humboldt National Forest
to manage, as single management units, the streams which flow partly on
public land and partly on National Forest land. Include private landowners
who own land along these streams (see Overlay 6 and 12).

Develop cooperative agreements with private landowners, controlling
portions of resource area gtrams to allow application of the same aquatic
habitat management methods on the private stream sections as applied to
adjacent public stream sections (i.e+ to allow management of the entire
gtream as a single management unit). (URA Overlays 6 and 12.)

Rationale

5 Tt is in the public interest to cooperate and develop management plans
i where feasible with other governmental agencies, state, and federal and
private landowners to achieve and enhance management of the resources.

Suggort

' . Forest Service Humboldt Forest
- Nevada Department of Wildlife

Landowners

All Specialists

Operations

-

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpowar)

Initiate negotiation of these agreements in FY 82. WNo additional funding
is necegsary to develop agreements with range users because they can bhe
negotiated as AMPs are developed or revised. additional funding may be
necessary in terms of additional personnel for the State Office or District
Office to negotiate and develop management plans with the U.S. Forest
service. This will depend on the amount of other programmed work.
Approximately 15 WMs can be used if this recommendation is received
favorably by the U.S. Forest Service.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation is consistent with Bureau multiple-use progress and

M FP ‘ | ‘ DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION
Planning on streams which have multiple ownerships will be under
cooperative planning (CRMP process). Develop cooperative agreements with

other management agencies and private landowners.




MFP 1L

MFP

[

WILDLIFE AQUATIC

Recommendation WLA 1.9

Develop cooperative agreements with private landowners, controlling
portions of resource area streams to allow application of the same aquatic
habitat management methods on the private stream sections as applied to
adjacent public stream sections (i.e. to allow management of the entire
stream as a single management unit). (URA Overlays 6 and 12.)

Rationale

See WLA 1.8.

Support Needs

Private landowners - cooperation
Range = grazing agreements
Nevada Department of Wildlife

Multiple Use Recommendation

Accept the recommendation and combine it with WLA 1.8,

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Planning on streams which have multiple ownerships will be under
cooperative planning (CRMP process). ' Develop cooperative agreements with
other management agencies and private landowners.

T T o, 2

P =



MFP | WLA 1.10

': \ | Multiple Use Recommendation

oo Initiate land exchange with willing owners of lands along the resource area
i streams which support or have the potential to support a sport fishery.

Priority for land acquisition or exchange should be given to those streams
with the most potential for improvement as jdentified in a HMP with the
North Fork of the Little Humboldt receiving first priority.

Do not exchange or dispose of land adjacent to resource area streams having
the capability of supporting a sport fishery.

Rationale
It is in the public interest to cooperate and develop management plans

where feasible with other governmental agencies, state, and federal and
private landowners to achieve and enhance management of the resources.

Support

Lands and Realty

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

This activity can be accomplished by area Lands personnel. At present only
the Sonoma=-Gerlach Resource Axea has a Lands man. Therefore, an additional
1,ands man should be programmed for the Paradise-Denio Resource Area. These
cases should be initiated and carried to their logical conclusion at a rate
of two per year.

“‘ DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION . 4

As sites are identified and/or need or opportunity arises——-acquire by
exchange or other means those private lands intermingled with public lands
that contain high resource values within the North Fork of the Little
Humboldt and along the resource area streams which support or have the
potential to support a sport fishery.




Name (MIFP)
Paradise=~Denio
Activity

Wildlife (Aquatic)
Overlay Reference

Step 3

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Step 1

MFP 1‘;

Nate:

Recommendation WLA 1.1l

Attach additional shects, if needed

Develop new fish habitat through the establishment of reservoirs at
sites determined by the District reservoir site inventory. Develop
agreements specifying minimum pools for mnew and existing irrigation
reservoirs. The size of the minimum pools shall be determined by a
site specific analysis on a case by case basis. Reservoirs needing
minimum pools include Onion Valley, Little Onion and Knott Creek.
Prevent accelerated eutrophication and deterioration of the water
quality from animal wastes in reservoirs by preventing livestock
access to the shoreline. Design reservoirs to provide water troughs
downstream away from the dam. Provide and maintain access to the

reservoirs.

Rationale

The resource area has a large potential for fish habitat expansion
through the development of reservoirs on many perennial and
nonperennial streams not capable of supporting fish. The existing
reservoirs in the resource area were developed for irrigation and no
protection against complete draining exists. The existing
reservoirs also are located as far as 100 miles from the nearest
population centers. There are potential reservoir sites within
twenty miles of Winnemucca. Cattle cause shoreline erosion’ And
introduce nutrients into its water from their feces causing algae
blooms, accelerated eutrophication and a decrese in the aesthetic
value of the reservoir for recreation and as fish habitat.

Support Needs

Engineering and Operations = surveying
Management Services - contracting

Lands and Realty
Operations - construction of fences and watering facilities.

* Form 1600-21 (April 1978)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denlo
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife Aquatic
MANAGEMENT ERAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANAL YSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

WLA. 1.11

Multiple Use Analysis

Complement

Range 1.10 Provide an adequate quality and quantity of water to
maintain livestock requirements.

Wild Horses/Burros 1.5 Make all water on public land available to
wild horse and burro use on a year-round basis.

Wildlife 1.11 Protect crucial wildlife use areas.

Wildlife 1.14 Establish and fence water catchment units to provide
free water for wildlife.

wildlife 1.23 Provide accessible water at the éource for all

wildlife species.

Recreation 2.1 Establish new regervoirs for water related
recreation activities.

Confliects .

Wilderness 1.4 Identify ény activity which would jeopardize
wilderness suitability. :

Recreation 4.1 Provide Visual Resource Management for their
respective classes.

Cultural Resources 1.7 Designate all Sl and S§2 sites as ACECs.

This recommendation is comnsistent with Bureau multiple—use programs.

Multiple Use Recommendation

MFP {1 1. Accept the recommendation.

2. No water developments will be authorized, funded or constructed
on public lands without a water right.

|

Nofe: Attach additional sheets, if nceded

e
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity

’ wildlife Aquatic
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

WLA. 1.11 (continued)
Reasons

1. The construction of reservoirs large enough for the stocking of
£ish would be accepted socially and economically. This would
offer the public opportunities on the public lands for
additional recreation activities. By implementing certain
design features a reservoir would provide multiple—use, such as
piping reservoir water to troughs set away from the water body
for livestock and wildlife use.

2. A water right is necessary to protect the public's investment in
any water development and to insure resource needs are
guaranteed.

Support

All Specialists

Nevada Department of Wildlife

Nevada Department of Natural Resources — Water Resource Division
Operations

NSO - Division of Technical Services - Engineering

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower) ‘i,

No additional funding levels are needed to support the negotiation
of minimum pools or procurement of water rights for new reservolrs.

1f funding is available,the reservoirs can be constructed at a rate
of one every three years beginning” in 1982. Funding will include
site analysis and survey by the state office as well as contracting
the construction of the dam and reservoir site.

Fencing and livestock watering facilities will be procured and
constructed by District Operations personnel. Additional funding
for this activity should include engineer tech, and two laborers.
1If the construction is contracted, then a contract inspectoT will be
needed. Other duties would be listed under WLA 1.19.

If the preliminary site investigation and survey are done by
pDistrict personnel then an Engineer inspector or engineer tach.
would be needed.

No_re.- Attach additional sheets, if needed

Phosrraciioes on reterse!

* Form 1600=21 (April 1975)



WLA 1.11

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Whenever practicable all reservoirs constructed on public land that have
fisheries potential will be fenced with the water piped to a tank for
livestock use. BAny new irrigation reservoirs on public land will have
aminimum pool requirement established. The same willi apply on existing
reservoirs when the opportunity arises. This will be coordinated with
other affected individuals, permittees, or agencies in advance, such as
| Division of Wildlife Resources.

o
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) |
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise~Denio i
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . Activity b

; !
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference o 51
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3 i

Recommendation WLA 1.12

Eliminate a hazard to the fish from the following stream habitat by
installing fish screens in existing irrigation diversions: House
Creek, Horse Creek, Battle Creek, Pahute Creek. Examine all
existing irrigations systems and close all abandoned systems (none

are presently identified).

Rationale:

A A P

The diversion of stream water from the channel reduces or eliminates
habitat for fish. Unscreened diversions are hazards in the habitat ¥
which allow free movement of fish into the irrigation system. These ;
f£ish usually die in the system or in the fields. Closing off !
abandoned diversions would provide additional habitat in the natural

channel.

Support Needs:’

Operations - installation of fish screens and closing diversions.

Range Users = cooperative agreements

s

Department of Wildlife . ‘
, : ' o

Note: Attach addittonal sheets, i needed

Cileatraciions on rererse) * Form 1600=21 (April 1973)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) _
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : Paradise-Denio ty
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity L
Wildlife Aquatic 1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference . J
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 ) g
WLA. 1.12 [I
a
|
Multiple Use Recommendation L
i
il 1. Accept the recommendation. i
i
2. TInclude a stipulation on all irrigation rights—of-way to screen b
divisions to prevent loss of fish. ”
Reason _a
i
Unscreened irrigation diversions are a hazard to the fisheries }

resource allowing them into shallow ditches or on the fields to die.
A screen would keep them in the streéam channel, their natural

habitat.

Support ' ;
Operations ' ' :

Nevada Department of Wildlife
Realty - stipulation for fish screens on irrigation rights-of-way.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

Inventory existing diversions in 1982 using temporary personnel.

Installation of screens — two summer temporaries. Number of screens
installed will depend on the results of the inventory but the effort

should be completed by 1983. §

_’!0_'5'_:__ Attach additional sheets, if needed
* Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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WLA 1.12

"' DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Work cooperatively with the Nevada Department of Wildlife and private
landowners in a cooperative effort to eliminate a hazard to fish from i
existing and future stream diversions. Hazards exist on House Creek, Horse
Creek, Battle Creek, and Paiute Creek.

)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ' Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSlS-—-DECISION Step- 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.13

Improve the water quality of streams, lakes and reservoirs used as
fish habitat by:

1. Reducing turbidity from streambank and watershed erosion by
preventing or controlling livestock use of the riparian zone and

unstable watersheds.

2. Reduce coliform bacteria contamination in streams, lakes and
reservoirs by preventing or controlling livestock use of the

banks and shorelines.

3. Prevent mineral and chemical contamination caused by mining
activity by requiring that waters once diverted and polluted not
be introduced back into the stream. Streams with potential for i
mineral pollution include: Jackson Creek, Washburn Creek, Quinn
River, Horse Creek, House Creek, and China Creek.

R

Rationale:

Good quality water is a vital constituent of fish habitat.
Deterioration of water quality will result in a reduction of the
fishery resource. It will also result in a reduction of the'.
esthetic quality of the lake, reservoir and stream areas for the

angler (URA).

Support Needs:

Range - grazing decisions
Operations - fencing

Minerals - compliance

" Form 1600=21 (April 1975
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio l
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Activity i

. .

g

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference ¥
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 gﬁ
4 ‘FE

¥

WLA. 1.13 ' i

Multiple Use Amalysis IR A 4
— . i

MFP LT |
! . Modify and accept the recommendation as follows: i

Improve the water quality of streams, lakes and reservoirs by using
the State of Nevada Handbook on Best Management Practices and C
complying with Nevada's Water Pollution Control Regulatioms. 3

Reasons )

1. This is in compliance with FLPMA Section 202(e)(8) and 202(c)(9)
which state: to provide for compliance with applicable i
pollution control laws and to coordinate planning and management Q
activities with the State and local governement within which the ;

lands are located.

1'. . Al]l Specialists ﬁ
Nevada Environmental Protection Agency A

Operatiouns

-

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower) A

Become district policy immediately.

This recommendation will be applied as HMPs and AWPs are developed
to manage the areas in which the lakes, reservoirs and streams are
located. Therefore no additional funding is necessary.

f
it
:

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

* Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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WLA 1.13

MFPp [ || DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION $

Continue to monitor water quality of streams, lakes, and reservoirs. Use “1,"
the State of Nevada handbook on Best Management Practices for guidance and
comply with Nevada Water Pollution Control Handbook.

s
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i UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYS5IS—-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Paradise-Denio

Activity

Overlay Reference
Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.14

Prevent the use of water from str
fishery for mining and milling.
roads along riparian stream zone
waterbarred to minimize erosiom.
by mining interests to emsure the

MFP 1

. Rationale:

Any action,
habitat by removing wa
the stream will also cause a re
that aquatic habitat (URA). A wa
application for water on public 1

compliance.

Support Needs:

Lands and Realty

Minerals

Water Rights Specialist

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

eams capable of supporting a sport
Control the construction of mine
to ensure that they are routed and

Protect water filings on streams
above stipulations are met.

including mining activities, which deteriorates aqﬁatic
ter from the stream and causing erosion into
duction in the fishery resource using

ter rights protest to an
and is an effective means to ensure

s

Chsrracitons o reperse
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WILDLIFE AQUATIC 1. 14

Multiple Use Recommendation

Drop this recommendation, it is not currently feasible due to 1872 mining
law and current Nevada BLM Policy on water rights. Protection measures are
addressed in Watershed and WLA 1.13.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

Become district policy immediately.

This recommendation will be applied as HMPs and AMPs are developed to
manage the areas in which the lakes, reservoirs, and streams are located.
Therefore no additional funding is necessary.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Encourage mining and other interests to work with the Bureau to mitigate
possible adverse environmental impacts.

Rationale

Majority of the adverse impacts associated with mineral development/
exploration can be mitigated. Mining interests submit notices or plans of
operations. These documents give the Bureau an opportunity to mitigate
adverse environmental impacts.



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio I
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT [Activity I
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference i

RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3 4

Recommendation WLA 1.15 tl

MFP i Investigate Nevada water rights records for each stream capable of
supporting a sport fishery. Apply to the State of Nevada for water
rights on all unadjudicated stream waters in the resource area.
Apply for the rights to appropriated stream water on public lands
which are eligible for reappropriation of any water from public

streams containing sport fish.

Rationale:

The right to unappropriated stream water and appropriated stream
water which has not been used for five years can be obtained by
making application to the State of Nevada, Water Resources Division. ki
By having state water rights, BLM would have state support to ' ﬁ
prevent any private use of the stream waters which may jeopardize i

the -fishery resource. . i

Support Needs:

Nevada Division of Water Resources

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

" Form 1600-21 (April 1973
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WLA 1.15

Multiple Use Recommendation

Investigate Wevada water rights records for each stream capable of
supporting a sport fishery. Apply to the State of Nevada for water rights
on all unadjudicated stream waters in the resource area. Apply for the
rights to appropriated stream water on public lands which are eligible for
reappropriation of any water from public streams containing sport fish.

Rationale

The right to unappropriated stream water and appropriated stream water
which has not been used for five years can be obtained by making
application to the State of Nevada, Water Resources Division. By having

state water rights, BIM would have state support to prevent any private use
of the stream waters which may jeopardize the fishery resource.

Support

Nevada Division of Water Resources

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower )

Complete this recommendation by 1984.

Additional funding in terms of 1 temporary GS 4 or 5 position for the
inventory in FY82, and funding in FY83 to contract a water rights surveyor
to gurvey and develop the data required in an application to the State
Engineer for water. The number of contracts will be determined by the
results of the inventory.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

)
X
-

Recognize the need for water rights for fisheries and to work with Nevada
Department of Wildlife and the State Water Engineer to insure that
fisheries habitat is protected. ?




UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP) .
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference _
RECOMMENDAT|ON-ANALYS|S-—DEC|5|ON Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.16

MFP | That exotic species be introduced into the water of the
‘ Paradise-Denio Resource Area only with specific agreements between
‘ BLM and NDF&G and after extensive analysis through the Environmental

Analysis Record system. No exotic species will be introduced into
those drainages containing endangered, threatened or potentially
threatened species. The South Fork of the Little Humboldt River may j
contain the Humboldt Cutthroat Trout which has been identified as k
eligible for a threatened or endangered. classification (URA).

Rationale:

At present there is no working agreement between BLM and NDF&G
concerning the introducitom of exotic species into waters on public
land or drainages which extend onto public land. An agreement of
this nature should be developed between personnel from the NDF&G
State Office and the BLM State Office. The Environmental Analysis
Record for exotic introductions should be written by the NDF&G and
reviewed by BLM, Winnemucca District.
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Support Needs:

+ < EE

NDF&G -~ cooperation o

Environmental Coordination Sta (State Office) - negotiation of
agreements.
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ﬁ?_re: Attach additional sheets, if needed
“estruciions on rererse) * Form 160021 (April 1973)




WLA 1.16

Multiple Use Recommendation

That exotic species be introduced into the water of the Paradise=-Denio
Resource Area only with specific agreements between BLM and NDOW and after
extensive analysis through the Environmental Assessment system. No exotic
species will be introduced into those drainages containing endangered,
threatened or potentially threatened species. The South Fork of the Little
Humboldt River may contain the Humboldt cutthroat trout which has been
identified as eligible for a threatened or endangered classification (URA).

Rationale:

At present there is no working agreement between BLM and NDOW concerning
the introduction of exotic species into waters on public land or drainages
which extend onto public land. An agreement of this nature should be
developed between personnel from the NDOW State Office and the BIM State
office. The Environmental Assessment for exotic introductions should be
written by the NDOW and reviewed by BLM, Winnemucca District.

Support:

NDF&G - cooperation

Environmental Coordination Staff (State Office) - negotiation of
agreements.

Time Frame and Funding Requiements (Manpower)

Immediately.implement as District policy and have agreements negotiated by
1982.

Can be accomplished with existing District and State Office biologichl
gtaff. No additional funding necessary.

rv—y

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation. This is standard operating procedure.

Rationale

Bureau policy on introduction of exotic organisms (both flora and fauna) is
outlined in Washington State Instruction Memo 78-299.

As stated in the rationale for the recommendation, presently there is no
working agreement between BLM and NDOW concerning the introduction of
exotic species into waters on public land or drainages which extend onto

public land.

A land use decision is not required to develop such an agreement batween
BIM and NDOW.

v R




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDAT|ON—ANAL.YS|S-DEC|S|ON Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.17

Contract with the Nevada Department of Fish and Game to survey the
MFP i fish populations in all the waters of the Paradise-Denio Resource
) Area. This should be done by 1981 to facilitate the developmenmt of

HMPs for the streams.

Rationale:

Fish population data are required to determine the effectiveness of
the actions taken to improve the aquatic habitat in the resource
area. BLM personnel are not allowed to collect information directly
from the fish populations so therefore must rely on NDF&G for
population data. NDF&G requires that BLM fund the projects
necessary to gather the data. The fish population data for the
resource area currently available was collected in 1954 and is badly
outdated. There is no population trend data. Fish population
information from each stream should be collected so that the
condition of the sport fishery can be taken into account in the
development of a site specific HMP.

W

- e s T

Support Needs:

Environmental Coordination Staff (State Office) and Divisioh?of
Management Services (State Office) - contracting

o e s e ey

ﬁq_fe:__:\lt:wh wadditional sheets, if needed

" Form 1600-21 (April 1075)
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WILDLIFE AQUATIC 1.17

Multiple Use Recommendation j

Accept the recommendation as a support item to WLA 1.1.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements {Manpower)

See WLA 1.1.

| M FP | ‘ | DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION
Reject the recommendation and rationale.

Rationale

;a
ki)
A MFP decisgion is not required to contract for an inventory. The Nevada @
Department of Wildlife is providing this information to the CRMP i
.committees. i




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ) Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATlON—ANALYSlS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

" Nate: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Recommendation WLA 1.18

That fire lines not be constructed by hand or heavy equipment along
the riparian stream zones, and that fire retardant not be applied
directly to streams or other waters either by direct application or

by spillage at the mixing point.

Rationale:

Fire has a tremendous effect on the riparian stream zone and should
be controlled when possible. Certain control measures should be
avoided, however. Building fire lines along small streams removes
stabilizing vegetation and initilates erosion which could destroy the
stream habitat. Most fire retardants contain ammonia in
concentrations lethal to aquatic life when applied .directly to the
water. Those riparian/stream zones not recommended for retardant or
dozers, and aquatic and watershed areas requiring suppression are
identified on the  National Fire Danger Rating Overlay located in the
Fire Control Office. Let burn actions are not desirable for the
riparian and aquatic zones because of the long time necessary for
regrowth of riparian vegetation and development of aquatic habitat.
It must be recognized that fire control decisions will be based on
the characteristics of the terrain on which each fire is burping.
The protection of the riparian stream zones should be observed

whenever possible.

Support Needs:

Fire-control decisions

* Form 1600=21 (April 1975)




WLA 1.18

| Multiple Use Recommendation £

Fire lines will not be constructed by heavy equipment along riparian stream
zones and fire retardant will not be applied to waters.

Prepare a Fire Management Plan for the Paradise-Denio Resource Area.

Rationale

Heavy equipment can do more permanent damage to a stream zone than the |
actual fire damage. Hand lines can be constructed to protect these zones
and most important control the fire.

A fire management plan is necessary to apply the proper fire suppression

tactics and equipment to the resource values. Suppression personnel must

know the resource values and management objectives of a particular area i
when they respond to a fire so that they can proceed with their duties in a
timely and organized manner.

Support:

Fire management |
All Specialists

Operations :

a i
. Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower) }’
Iw

ﬂ,;-_ Fire plan prepared by 1982. é
i

M No addition manpower needed.
l Implement as District policy immediately.

-n

"MFP || DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION L

Accept the Area Manager's recommendation and rationale except reject Item 2
as it is support.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.19

!

Tireee ﬁ%ads on all resource area stream§5£e waterbarred or relocated

MEP 1 to prevent erosion with priority given to roads on the following
streams where specific problems were identified (URA): Jackson
Creek, Kings River, Granite Creek, China Creek, Horse Creek, Craine
Creek, Alder Creek, Battle Creek, Pahute Creek, Alta Creek, Big
Creek, Quinn River, Mary Sloan Creek.

Rationale:

Any source of erosion into the aquatic habitat will eventually
result in the reduction of the fishery resource.

Support Needs:

Operations and Engineering - surveying, waterbarring, road i
maintenance '

1 Engineer Equipment Operator : i

Contractor - contract inspector and other duties

o

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Tilysiractions on rererse) * Form 1600--21 (April 1975)




R W VP

MF?»

11

RR

WLA 1.19

Multiple Use Recommendation

That roads on all resource area streams be waterbarred or relocated to
prevent erosion with priority given to roads on the following streams where
specific problems were identified (URA): Jackson Creek, Kings River,
Granite Creek, China Creek, Horse Creek, Craine Creek, Alder Creek, Battle
Creek, Pahute Creek, Alta Creek, Big Creek, Quinn River, Mary Sloan Creek.

Rationale:

Any source of erosion into the aquatic habitat will eventually result in
the reduction of the fishery resource.

Support:

Operations and Engineering - surveying, waterbarring, road maintenance
One Engineer Equipment Operator

Contractor - contract inspector and other duties

Time Frame and Funding Requirment (Manpower)

The identified problem areas should be repaired by 1985.

If contracted, operations will need a contract inspector whose duties will
include those described in WLA 1.11. General road maintenance and other:
problem areas should be programmed as they are discovered. An additional
Engineer Equipment Opesrator will be needed if the repairs are programmed in
house.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Accept the recommendation and rationale.

b
I



UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR paradise~Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ' Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference _

RECOMMENDATION-ANAL.YSIS—-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.20

P | Coordinate with the Nevada Department of Fish and Game to stock
those streams not presently supporting fish, and new raservoirs as
they are developed. The resource area streams can be ready for
stocking after five years of rest from grazing. (MFP I Overlays 11

and 13.)

Rationale:

The end result of the actions taken to improve the aquatic habitat j
in the resource area should be the expansion of the fishery resource j
into these areas. Some streams contain sport fish which will move {
into the improved habitat. Other streams contain no fish (see URA) H
and will have to be stocked after the streams become capable of

supporting fish. BLM policy does not permit speciles management and
requires coordination with NDF&G for stocking and data collection of

aquatic species on public lands.
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Nate: Attach additional sheets, if needed

* Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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MFP
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WILDLIFE AQUATIC

Multiple Use Recommendation WLA 1.20

Accept this recommendation as a support item to WLA 1.1 AHMPs.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

See WLA 1.1

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation and rationale.

Rationale

A MFP decision is not required to coordinate with NDOW. This is standard
Bureau procedure. Stocking streams is the responsibility of NDOW and not
the Bureau's.

o
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Paradise-Denio
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activit
| S Wildlife (Aquatic)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Recommendation WLA 1.21

Pﬂi’“ l Inventory the aquatic jnvertebrate communities in the various stream
! and spring habitats within the Paradise-Denio Resource Area. The

inventory is to be completed by 1983.

Rationale: b

Recent evidence indicates that the occurrence of previously

undescribed and locally distributed endemic invertebrate species may h
be high. Dwight W. Taylor (personal communication 9/14/79) of the
Tiburon Center for Environmental Studies, San Francisco State
University stated that he visited three streams in the Winnemucca
District and discovered three previously undescribed species of
snails (Castropoda). The very nature of the mountain basin
geological type provides the unique opportunity for evolutionary ‘
{solation not found elsewhere in the United States. Aquatic .
invertebrates may not be significant within themselves but species “
with restricted distribution may fall under the endangered specles
act which requires special protection by BLM, the resource manager. i
This information will be extremely valuable when the aquatic HMPs E
are written for the resource area streams. The inventory may be i
done entirely by contract or collection by district personnel with ;
subsequent analysis of the samples contracted out. The latter ' T
option is preferred by the Distriect Fisheries Biologist. * *

Support Needs:

None

_I't{ol::_:“_k:‘?‘t't_l:_wh additional sheets, if nceded ' @

THnsircitons on rerersed : ’
_ Crers * Form 1600=21 (April 1975




MFP 111

WILDLIFE AQUATIC

Multiple Use Recommendation WLA 1.21

Accept this recommendation as a support item to WLA 1.1 AHMPs.

Time Frame and Funding Requirements (Manpower)

See WLA 1.1.

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

Reject the recommendation and rationale.

Rationale

A MFP decision is not needed to do inventory.




WILDLIFE AQUATIC 1.2 2

DISTRICT MANAGER'S DECISION

In BIM initiated actions apply no herbicides or pesticides directly over
the Paradige-Denio Resource Area's streams, lakes, or reservoirs. Unless xy,
adverse impacts can be adequately mitigated. I






